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A New and Literal Tranflation of all the Books of the Old and New 
Teftament ; with Notes critical and explanatory, By Anthony 
Purver. 2 Vols. Folio. Pr. 4/, Johnfton. 


Tranflation of the Bible, with critical annotations by one 
A of thofe people *, who have generally declaimed againft 
human learning in matcers of religion, is a new phenomenon 
in the literary world ; an indication that the fciences are gra- 
dually extending their influence thro’ all denominations of men ; 
and that a time is approaching, in which ignorance and fanati- 
cifm will no longer be revered under the veil of religion. 

The author of this performance is, in many refpects, a ra- 
tional expounder of the fcriptures; but, in oppofition to the 
pacific tenets of his brethren, the greateft warrior in literature 
we have ever feen. He attacks every critic and tranflator he 
meets in his way, and lays on his carnal weapons in a moft un- 
merciful manner. : 

‘ How many, fays he, turn Hebrew critics that are ignorant 
of the grammar, and even the right reading of it? Nay. how 
have J evidently feen'in fome of their writings that they did not 
know Hebrew letters one from another! — The LXX difcover 
their ignorance and rafhnefs.—Our-tranflators acknowledge. ia 
their preface what proficients they were in the Hebrew tongue, 
when they. write, ‘* fuch were thought upon, as could fay mo- 


deftly with S. Hierome, both we have learned the Hebrew tongue . 





* Mr. Anthony Purver is a Quaker. — He followed the 
. occupation of a fhoemaker feveral years; but having a tafte 
for literature, he quitted his.trade, and opened a fchool, He 
- is faid to have employed thirty years in this Acanflation, 
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in part, and in the Latin we have been exercifed almoft from our 
very cradle.” . . . It is manifeft they did not underftand the ufe 
of the Hebrew accents.... Like Hopkins in the Pfalms they 
feem fond of vulgar idioms, ... What fhifting are they put 
to! ... they leave out what they knew not how to render... 
in many inflances they have made the Bible worfe than it was 
before... . The Afimbly, one may perceive, were put to it in 
‘ their annotations, tho’ learned divines thereunto afpointed, to know 
whether anointed (Hab. iii. 13.) was fingular or plural.—Poole 
and Patrick, the latter following the former, according to his 
cultom, prove their unfkilfulnefs in the Hebrew tongue.—Ca- 
pellus is the fcandal of the proteftants, for writing againft 
the Hebrew text.—Montanus fometimes makes fad nonfenfe.— 
The writers who finifhed Poole’s annotations {peak of things to 
little orno purpofe, and with wretched pedantry.—Newton, and 
fuch famous learned men, love their works fhould be very fingular. 
—Prideaux is Ufher’s implicit follower.—Shuckford has be- 
trayed his ignorance of the Hebrew tongue.—Grey is for mak- 
ing and leaving the fcriptures uncertain’. .. how: defervedly 
are fuch critics confounded !— The author of the Prefent State 
of the printed Hebrew Text has mangled and degraded the Holy 
Bible-—Mudge is a Capellian critic, and exceeds the effrontery 
of Capellus himfelf.—Some commentators proclaim their own 
ignorance notably. Others are not to be trufted. Others Ja- 
cerate the holy fcriptures, and others difgrace it.’ In fhort, if 
you will believe Mr. Purver, the commentators have led him into 
an Augean ftable, and engaged him in a crowd of avretched pe- 
dants, where there is hardly any thing to be heard or feen but 
avild work, foiftings, whimfies, fooleries, manglings, cavelling, jum- 
bling, confufion, and impertinence. ‘The principal writers on the 
New Tettament are cenfured with equal freedom ; but the rea- 
der will think thefe inftances a fufficient fpecimen of our au- 
thor’s politenefs, 

‘ Let this tranflation (fays he) be compared with others and 
the original.’ By thefe exclamations one might imagine that 
hardly any man in the world hag underitood the Bible, befides 
the prefent tranflator. But, 

* Parcius ifla viri? —— 
Why is the modeffy of our tranflators to be derided ? are we to 
depreciate their learning in proportion to their humility ? or 
will any man affert that he is a perfe? mafer of the Hebrew 
language? In the explication of the facred text, it is an inftance 
of great temerity to affume a magifterial air, and treat the 
learned world with contempt. A commentator may propofe his 


own opinion, without difparaging the works of other men, At 
| leaft 





Purvet’s Tranflation of the Bible, 243 - 


teaft the Brst.e fhould never be made the vehicle of contume- 
lious refle€tions. If men will annex their comments to the 


words of infpiration, let them only prefume to fubjoin the in- - 


énuous dictates of reafon, and the fober illuftrations of truth, 

To this performance the author has prefixed fome remarks 
on tranflations of the fcripture in general, and this tranflation 
in particular, 

‘Axromt. 
‘ A tranflation ought to be true to the original. 

¢ A tranflator, he obferves, Nke a witnefs at the bar, fhould 
fpeak the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, 

‘ Tranflators have fometimes grievoufly miffed of fpeaking 
truth, or rendering truly, but putting @ truth inftead of the 
truth; as for initance, in Job x. 8. made for grieve; it being 
true that the hands of God made Job, but not true that he fays 
fo by that Hebrew word, which has no fuch meaning.’ 

The Septuagint, Pagninus, Montanus, Pifcator, Munfter, 
Caftalio, Vatablus, Mercer, Drufius, &c. render ’)A¥Y in 
the former fenfe. There is no doubt but 3¥y fignifies 
labor as well as grief, as Kow@ in Greek, peine in French, and 
pains in Englifh. Images and idols are called MO’D¥Y quia 
arte elaborata funt. The fame word in Arabic is a2 nerve; fome 
therefore, confidering the Arabifins which occur ia the book of 
Job, render it ex mervis me compegerunt. In the margin of our 
Bible, it is emphatically rendered tock pains about me. Mr, Pur- 
ver is too peremptory. 

* Particular opinions operate marveloufly, and like a dribz, 
blind the eyes of the wife. Hence the popith ip/a conteret, foe foall 
bruife, Gen. iii. 15. in honour of the Virgin Mary, and difho- 
nor to Chrift; hence the Predeftinarian, in very deed for this 
caufe have I raifed thee up, Exod. ix, 16. 

‘ According to the preceding axiom, a tranflator fhould fol- 


low the original copy that is extant, which may be done here. 


with this advantage, that while thofe who tranflate other books 
have the difficulty of choofing the beft, the Hebrew Bible is al- 
moft invariable, and fixed to be fo, whatever faults may fall 
out in printing or tranfcribing, by the Maforetical notes; in 
which the words are numbered, and even the peculiarities of 
pointing, with the places where they are throughout the {crip- 
ture.’ . 
Our author, on many occafions, exprefles an uncommon ve- 
neration for the authority of the Maforets, and refolutely main- 
tains the integrity of the prefent Hebrew text. But where is 
the abfolute integrity of any copy exifting, if tran{cribers and 
printers have not been infallible? and of all people in the world, 
Ra ouy 
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our author has the leaft pretenfions to contend for the infallibility 
of tranfcribers and printers, fince he has no lefs than fourteen . 
folio columns of errata in this edition of his own tranflation. 
But, fays he, ‘if we confefs that the {Cripture was given by 
divine infpiration, as. we mutt, if we believe what it fays, 2 Tim. 
iii. 16, there can fcaree, one might think, be denied to it the 
leffer regard of Providence for its prefervation, which alfo pe- 
culiarly appears in the uniformity of the Hebrew original copies. 
But it may be enquired why then have there not been the like 


‘in the Greek? It really is more than enquired ; there is fo ill a 


ufe made of it by fome, as to difown likewife the Hebrew being 
kept incorrupt, and fuch a providence allowed to neither. 
While this may be the difference, which might pafs unnoticed, 
that the o/d Jaw lying in the letter, required an exactnefs there, 
which the »eqw being fpiritual does not require ; tho’ the latter 
has it fufficiently in what is material, and diferent ‘readings I ob- 
ferve have been commonly made, efpecially the larger fort, to 
be conformable to other texts. It is alfo undeniable that the 
Jews. have ufed great diligence to keep the Hebrew fcripture 
from being altered; whereas the Chriftians were fo negli- 
gent as not to fettle what books of the Greek fhould be 
counted feripture, till long after the time of Chrift. Divine 
Providence however may plainly appear, in keeping the com- 
mon copies of the firft fo exceeding fimilar, and of the lat- 
ter fo little varying materially. And a farther reafon for the 
Hebrew fcripture being providentially preferved. fo exaétly uni- 
form, might well be the near likenefs of letters and different 
words in that language, to the danger of its being miftranfcribed 
or corrupted, far beyond what there was in the Greek.’ 

'€ Particular opinions operate marveloufly, and cke a bribe 
blind the eyes of the wife? Dr. Kennicott endeavors to rectify 
the errors of the Hebfew text. Our author is determined to 
vindicate the authority of the Maforetical copies, in oppofition to 
all the criticifms of the door and the rules of grammar. He 
has attacked him in feventy places: The following note will 
exemplify his extraordinary zeal. 

In the 8, 9, 11, 13, 19th verfes of the firft chapter of Ruth, 
‘* The pronouns, fays the author of the ftate of the ‘printed 
Hebrew text, are furprifingly corrupted.” * If it is furprifing 
for them to be corrupted, fays our tranflator, is it not more 
likely they are not corrupted? the cafe might be, that this firft 
chapter, if not the book, was a memoir made by Naomi herfelf, 
who was fo illiterate, or forgetful in her language, through dif- 
ufe of it for feveral years, that fhe might miltake by putting the 
mafculine for the feminine.’ 

This curious obfervation, Friend Purver, is enoughto make the 
gravelt 
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graveft of thy brethren fmile, and invalidates the authority of 


thy judgment in oppofition to the learned and refpeCtable a3 
above-mentioned. 


©‘ Axiom H. 


‘ A tranflation foould be well, or grammatically exprefid, ja the 
language it is made in. 

« It is well known that thofe called the living languages do 
alter, efpecially ours, who are fuch a changeable people. Hence 
it is neceflary, that new tranflations fhould be made from. one 
time or century to another, accommodated to the prefent uf¢ 
of {peaking or writing. 

‘ This deference is paid to the heathen claffics, that they may 
appear beautiful and not barbarous; many of which are tran- 
flated often, as the reft doubtlefs would, if their bulk or par- 
ticularity did not render them unfaleable. 

¢ And why fhould the Scripture meet with Jefs regard? i is if 
to be thereby more expofed to ridicule and contempt, in out 
libertine age? But fome there are who feem pofiefled with a 
notion, or bigotry, that the laft tranflation. in king James’s reiga 
muft not be altered; tho’ feveral new ones had been made be- 
fore, when the oldnefs of the language, as they were not long 
apart, did not call for it; and tho’ the pedantry of that reign 
is become a ridicule, and the ftile intolerable :. nor does fueh a 
notion commonly appear to be founded on an opinion of that 
tranflation being well done, fince it has been the frequent com- 
plaint, from the {cripture-writers who underftood the: petgrasly 
of paflages rendered amifs. 

. © Language was anciently rude and unpolithed, and it was 
proper even for the infpired writings to be delivered in that ef 
the times; hence nouns are frequently repeated in the original, 
where they may much better be rendered by pronouns, accord- 
ing to the improvements of grammar, and manner of fpeech 
now, efpecially in this part of the world, without any diminu- 
tion or alteration of the fenfe at all.. In fuch a cafe certainty 
our language is to be like itfelf and not made uncouth to no 
manner of purpofe, any more than we are to {peak like-children, 
sor wear {kins like our firft parents.’ ) 

The author cites a variety of texts in which he has made al- 
terations of this nature. But in fome inftances many of his 
readers will think he has injured the beautiful fimplicity of the 
facred writers. E. g. 

It came to pafs, when Facoh faw Rachel the daughter of Laban 

. Ris mother’s brother, and the foeep of Laban his mother’s brother, that 
Jacob went near, and rolled the flone from the well’s mouth, and 
avatered the flack of Laban his mother’s brothir, and Facob kiffid 
Rachel, and lifted up bis voice and wept, and Fatob told Rachel tbi.t- 
dz was her father's brother, Gen, xxix. 10, Mr. Pucver tran- 
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fiates this paffage in the following manner: ¢ As foon as he faw 
ber, the daughter of Laban, bis mother’s brother, and this uncle's 
foetp, be went nigh, and rolling off the ftone from the well’s mouth, 
awatered them. Facob alfo kifed Rachel, and burft out a crying ; 
telling ber that be was ber father’s nephew.’ 

When Jacob, who was now in a foreign country, faw the 
daughter of bis MotHER’s brother, he wept for joy. The moft 
endearing circumftance in this interview is repeated in the ori- 
ginal, and in our tranflation, with fome propriety ; but itis here 
fupprefied, and the affeGlionate emotion of Jacob is expreffed by 
an ordinary phrafe, which rather denotes the paffion of a child 
than the fenfibility of a man. 

‘ A noun iterated with a prepofition may be elegantly turned 
jnto an adverb: thus whither, for, and into the land of Canaan, 
Gen. xii. 5.—-There, for in Mizpah, Jer, xli. 10. 

‘ So the auxiliaries or figns of the Englifh verbs very ele- 
gantly fupply the place of a verb repeated in the original, or ra- 
ther are the fame in our language. Thus were, for were written, 
Exod. xxxii. 15.—do, for dwell, Numbers xiii, 29.—does, for 
cafteth out, Jer. vi. 7.’ 

Ao auxiliary in the place of a verb frequently enervates the 
fentence in which it is ufed, and in many cafes the repetition of 
a fignificant word is not offenfive to the niceft ear. 

* The Hebrew ufing fpeeches direé& in the fecond perfon very 
often, fome fmall ones found harfhly fo to us, and may be made 
oblique in the third perfon with advantage, and without the 
leaft injury, as it would have been, had our language been the 
original: e. g. Ferobcam and all the people came to Reboboam the 
third day, as the king had appointed, Saying, Come to me again the 
third day, 1 Kings xii. 12. Gen. xxxix. 19, &c.’ 

In thefe inftances, we are rather inclined to admire the viva- 
city of the oriental ftile, than agree to the alteration which our 
author propofes. 

There are many obfervations of this nature in the introduc- 
tion, which, for the fake of brevity, we fhall omit. 

In an appendix, the author enumerates,1. The words and let. 
ters in the criginal, which have been overlooked or negleéted by 
our tranflators. 2. The words which are added, without being 
diftinguifhed by the Italic charaéter. 3. The articles, auxilia- 
ries of verbs, &c. which are improperly tranflated. 4. Words 
that are clownifh, barbarous, hard, technical, mifapplied, new- 
coined, or obfolete. 5. Bad idioms, ungrammatical or uncouth 
exprefions *. 6. Some of the various fignifications of } vau 


and [53 gam. This 








* The author has pointed out above three hundred expreflions, 


which are certainly ungrammatical or uncouth, fuch as, Go to for 
come, 
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This colleétion of words is a proof of the extraordinary dili- 
gence of our tranflator. 

“Mr, Purver in this verfion clofely adheres to the Maforetic 
cdpies ; and, in order to juftify his manner of tranflating feveral 
paffages, endeavours to maintain * the divine authority or cer- 
tainty of the Hebrew points.’ In a differtation on this fubjed, 
he tells us, ‘ That before the Babylonian captivity, while He- 
brew was the mother tongue of the Jewith people, as their let- 
ters are all confonants, and there was little or no neceffity for 
vowels, it may be thought or allowed, they had but few or none 
of the latter. But being difperfed after the tranfmigration, and 
not living together, as their anceftors had done before in Egypt; 
the Chaldee, as it is agreed, was become their common language 
at the return from captivity : whereby there was then need of 
vowels for the right reading and underftanding of the fcripture 
words, the adding of which was concluded both by Jews and 
Chriftians, to be done by Ezra, that ready fcribe or writer, Ez. 
vii. 6. affifted by the men of the great fynagogue, Haggai, 
Zechariah, Malachi, with thofe in Ezra, ii, 2. and others.’ 

Our author proceeds to corroborate this opinion, and anfwer 
the objetions which have been raifed againft it. We thall not 
detain our readers with a particular account of his arguments, 
as this matter has been debated at large by feveral eminent wri- 
ters, and the vowel points, in our opinion, defervedly exploded, as 
the contrivances of more modern Jews, Mafclef afferts that 
the points were invented goo or 1000 years after Chrift. We 
have reafon however to believe, that in the time of St. Jerom 
they were entirely unknown; for, in a letter to Evagrius, he 
makes this obfervation: Nec refert, utrum Salem, an Salim nomine- 
tur cum vocalibus in medio literis perrard utantur Hebrai, et pro 
voluntate k4orum, atgue vatietate regionum, ¢adem verba di verfis 
JSonis atque accentibus proferantur. 

If this was the ftate of the Hebrew language in the fourth cen- 
tury, where were the points? Certainly they had at that time no 
exiltence. Mafforetha veteres (fays a famous Spanifh grammarian) 





come, Gen xi. 3.—Seemeth him good, for feems good to him, 
2 Sam. x. 12.—Methinketh, fr I think, 2 Sam. xviii. 27,— 
The which, for which, pa/im,.—The wild ox, for wild bull, for 
how or why fhould fuch a one become an ox? Deut. xiv. 5.— 
Gat him up, for went up, 1 Sam. xiii, 15.—Can fkill, for has 
fkill, 1 Kings v. 6.—Could {kill of, for had {kill in, 2 Chr. 
xxxiv. 12.—-Handmaid that is heir, for heirefs, Prov. xxx. 23. 
—Shall not leave neither name nor remainder, for either 
name or remainder, 2 Sam, xiv. 7.—both twain, for both of 
them, Ezek. xxi. 19, &c. 
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duas tantum motiones nominant : quamets, Jub quo tfere comprebendunt, 
SF pathabb, quo nomine etiam feghol nuncupant. Aben Exra, qui me- 
dio duodecimi faculi florebat, Jeptem duntaxat motiones memorat, nimi- 
rum quamets, tfere, bholem, fchoureg, pathabh, bbirig, 8 fe eg hol, 
qnarum Mafforethas Tiberienfes au@ores agnofcit. Pofteriores itaque 

Rabbini catras addiderunt. Guarini Gram. Heb. , 

It is moft probable they borrowed thefe points from the 
Arabs; and it is certain that the firft copies of the Koran were 
without them, 

‘ But,’ fays Mr. Purver, ‘ what a cafe would the {cripture be 
_in then, if it had no points, or if thofe it has were but the work 

of fome later Jews? ... ‘ It is true, the fenfe of the context 
would often determine it without the points, but not always in. 
fuch a multitude of various cafes as occur in fcripture. 

‘ Thus in the feptuagint verfion MMM in Gen. xlvii. 31. is 
rendered a flaff, by others a ded, the confonants fignifying ei- 
ther; and as it is not related whether Jacob was up, and fo 
leaning on the top of a ftaff or in a bed, the vowels only thew 
it was the latter.’ 

The points thew what fenfe the pun@ators annexed to this 
word, and nothing more. 

‘ It is the placing of a point fettles the meaning, Gen. 
xlix. 6. “yw being a wall.and an ox, or collectively oxen, with 
either of which the verb extirpate or root out will agree. The 
pointing decides for the latter, notwithftanding the inattention of 
our tranflators, and the authority of Aben Ezra, an author fond 
of new things,’ 

Till we admit the facred authority of the points, or the ; 
divinum of the pun@ators, we fhall be guided by the context, 
where any ambiguous word occurs. 

Suppofe a [chool-boy fhould read thefe lines of Mr. Pope; 

¢ Commas and points they fet exadtly right, 

And ’twere a fin to rob them of their mite,’ 
he would not want a point or an accent to inform him that 
the laft word, in this couplet, is to be underftood in a figurative 
fenfe, and does not fignify the twentieth part of a grain, the third 
part of a farthing, nor a {mall animalcule in a cheefe: the con- 
text would fufficiently explain the author’s meaning; if not, ra- 
tional criticifm, and not authority, fhould determine the queftion. 

Interpreters, as Mr. Purver afferts, have run into great ab- 
furdities in chronology ; he has therefore taken fome pains to 
afcertain the date of every memorable event, according to the 
Hebrew text, and for this purpofe has furnifhed his readers with 
a variety of chronological tables. 

The curious reader will perhaps be diverted with an hypo- 
théefis, by which our author propofes to regulate the computa- 


tion of the patriarchal ages. 
All 
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* All * the writers, he fays, who have undertaken to calcu= 
late the fpace of time from the creation to the flood, have, I 


think miffed it. Such as were not mifled by the Greek and Sa- 
maritan copies, but computed from the Hebrew, have ftated it 
at 1656 years; by fuppofing the fon was born, when the Scrip- 
ture fays he was begot, and that invariably each of them, at 
the end of fuch a year of his father’s. life ;_pofitions metbinkt too 
improbable to be allowed, much lefs fo generally received. 

* Since Mofes fays nothing of the odd months or days, and 
this might probably live one, that two, and another three quar- 
ters of a year, longer than the time mentioned when they be- 
got a fon; a medium for one with another would have a year 
overplus: fo the time is {aid to be feven years, 1 Kings ii. 11. 
which was feven years fix months, 2Sam. v. 5. But if any of 
them lived almoft the year out, or till the laft quarter, it was 
counted for a year; then between one quarter before, and three 
quarters of a year after, the mean time 1s one quarter more than 
the years mentioned, By this allowance, moderate as it is, if 
Adam, when he had lived 130 j years begot Seth, he was 131 » 
years at Seth’s birth, and fo of the reft, According to the other 
account, Methufelah muft have lived till the end .of the flood, 
when Noah was 600 years old, ch. vii, 11. and ix, 28, 29. he 
being not 969 before that reckoning, as may be feen by adding 
187, ch. v, 25. 182, ver. 28, and 600 together: to avoid 
which, the index to the prefent folio Bible has it computed with 
others, that he died before he was 969 years old, in contradic- 
tion to the text.’ 

The author of that computation fuppofed that Methuflah 
died when he was in the 969th year of his age, about the com- 
mencent of the flood; and that a fmall part of that year in 
computing his life might be called, in general terms, a year. 

‘ I will add, fays Mr, Purver, two-or three remarks on what 
Uther fays for the common opinion, in his Chron. Sac. p. 55, 
56, who argues that the word for-degez in the Hebrew, Greek, 
and Latin, is common both to father and mother, and oftener 
denotes the birth than the conception, Well, fince-thatverb 
has different meanings, and when it is ufed of the mother, that 
determines it to fignify her bearing or being delivered of a child, 
does it not accordingly when ufed of the father mean the other? 


y= 





* Why.does Mr. Purver claim the a ig of this hypo- 
thefis to himfelf, and fay that a// are miftaken, fince it appears by 
a quotation, that he has read a paffage i in Ufher’s Chronology, 
jn which one facobus Auzoleus | is faid to bave maintained the 


fame opinion § ? 


As 
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As for which way it may be found moft, that is only as the fub- 
jeé&t requires. An inftance for this purpofe would have been 
where it was faid of the father, and evidently fignified the birth 
of the child; but no fuch appears. That great man too, 
learned, ingenious, and worthy as he was, miftakes in bringing 
Mat. i. 16. for a proof, that the word is common to both fexes : 
for eryevondn i is not faid of Mary, but Jefus. To conclude, when 
the Scripture applies a child’s birth to the father, it has another 
and a proper way for doing it, as may be feen ch. xxi. 5. & alibi.’ 

It is amazing that Mr. Purver fhould charge this author with 
a miftake, when he himfelf makes it, or wilfully mifreprefents his 
meaning. The archbifhop does not pretend to affert any thing 
fo abfurd as our tranfiator would make his readers believe ; 
for he quotes the whole verfe, in which eyzvvace is applied to 
Jacob; and Luke i. 57. in which the fame word is applied to 
Elizabeth. 

Abraham, it is faid, A&ts vii. 8. begat L/aac, and circumcifed him 
the eighth day; which feems to imply, that Jegat in this paffage re- 
fers to the birth of Ifaac. But in the name of wonder, who 
ever talked of having begotten a son till that fon appeared? 
and how fhall the time of conception be afcertained ? or, upon 
our author’s fuppofition, how could Adam, when he was az 
hundred and thirty years old be faid to have begotten a fon in his like- 
nefi, after bis image, and called his name Seth? Purver tells us in 
his chronological table, confiftently with his hypothefis, that 
Seth was Jorn when Adam was 131 years old; and therefore, 
when he was only 130,-Seth muft have been an admirable image 
of his father! and received his name nine months before his 
birth ! 

This curious hypothefis occafions a difference of eight years 
in computing the time between the creation of the flood, and 


brings down the latter event to the year of the world, 1664. 


[ To be continued. ] 





Il. A Revifal of Shakefpear’s Text, wherein the Alterations intro- 
duced into it by the more modern Editors and Critics, are particu- 
larly confidered, 8vo. Pr. 6s. 6d. Jobnfton. 


N the courfe of our obfervations on this work, we appre- 
hend that we have undeniably proved this revifer, as well 

as his antagonifts, to have been deficient as to the fundamen- 
tals of what ought to conftitute true criticifm, we mean the 
knowledge of Shakefpear’s language, fo far as relates to indivi- 
dual words, or the ideas annexed to them when that great poet 
lived. What a figure muft a critic upon Virgil, or any of the 
Roman 
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Roman claflics, make, fhould he pronounce o/li to be a word evi~ 
dently conruPt, becaufe the dative of te is ii, or that guiris is 
no Latin word, becaufe none of ie etymologifts have accounted 
for its derivation. 

- Had we room to fpare, we could carry this obfervation much 
farther, and prove, that even a fyntax prevailed in Shakefpeat’s 
time different from what is now commonly received; and we 
might, perhaps, carry the like obfervations through all the 
other parts of grammar. This theatrical vernacularity feems, 
for very obvious reafons, to have been loft between the years 
1638 and 1665, when a fpecies of another, but a more, de- 
praved kind, took place, and which we have the pleafure to ob- 
ferve is now difcouraged by the improving tafte and morals of the 
public. Terence had no vernacalarities; the plays of Shakefpear 
could not, when exhibited, have been received without them. 

We agree with the revifer, that in the above play, neither 
Mr. Theobald nor Mr. W had the fmalleft pretext in cri- 
ticifm, or reafon, for altering the two following paffages : for the 
revolt of mine is dangerous why, I'll exhibit a bill in the par- 
liament, for putting down of men, Our revifer’s obfervation on the 
latter paffage is as follows: 

‘ I can fee no pretext, not even the flighteft, for introducing 
mum inthis place. It is a German, not a Flemifh liquor, and 
Falftaff, as is well known, dealt chiefly in fack. The preceding 
‘appellation of ‘ Flemifh drunkard’ alludes to the general cor- 
pulency of that people, a circumftance which in the fatyrical 
reprefentations of it is continued to this very day. Mr. Theo- 
bald’s conjecture,‘ for the putting down of fat men,’ is much 
more tolerable. But I can fee no reafonable objection to the 
common reading, ‘ for the putting down of men,’ that is, for 
the reftraining the licentious impudence of men, and taking 
them, as the vulgar phrafe is, a peg lower. But the fimplicity 
of it feems to have difgufted Mr. Warburton, whofe profufion 
of learning on this occafion is befide every other purpofe, ex- 
cept that of throwing duft in the eyes of the reader.’ 

Weare, however, of opinion, that the original reading may 
be fupported from the common ufage of the language in Shake- 
{pear’s time ; and that the putting a man down, fignified to re- 
cord him for what he really is, a fool, a letcher, a villain, or 
the like; and our opinion, which is more than conjeGure, may 
be fupported by a vaft variety of inftances. 

The revifer introduces a very long note to vindicate the ori- 
ginal printing of the following paffage in the fame play, {poken 
by Mrs. Ford Thefe knights will back, and fo thou fooulaft not 
alter the article of thy gentry. We agree with this writer in pre- 
ferving the common reading back, inftead of the ridiculous 
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emendation Jack, introduced by Mr.W . who is feverely caf- 

tigated by our author on this eccafion. Let us now fee the 
manner in which the lattet fupports his opinion, ‘ To Sack (fays 
he) is to cut, wound, or flafh; and as the proper employment 
of a knight in that age was fighting, hacking or flahhing may 

be imputed to them without impropriety, as the praétice of 
their profeffion. But, as they could not be fuppofed to exercife 
their valour on the perfons of their miftreffes, we muft conclude 
this hacking to be intended of their reputations. If fo the fenfe 
will be, ‘* If you are fo fond of quality as to be flattered with 
the addreffes ef a knight, your reputation will be in danger of 
being wounded and mangled by his boatting of favours, which 
perhaps you have never granted. You had better therefore be 
content with your prefent quality of a plain gentlewoman, than 
be ambitious of the title of my Lady, at the expence of being 

pointed at as aKnight’s paramour.” I am by no means fure that 
I have hit on the poet’s meaning in this very obfcure paflage, 
but at leaft I have not interpreted it into nonfenfe.’ 

Notwithftanding this modeft diffidence, we muft be of opi- 
nion, that this critic might have made much better fenfe of 
it, if he had ftudied for fome other fignification of the word 
hack, than that of flafhing one’s fleth or reputation. Might there 
be no allufion to the well known punifhment of a recreant, a 
cowardly or pilfering, knight, fuch as Falftaff.was, Laving bis 
Jpurs nacx’p from bis heels? Was not the word sack, as now, 
applied to mean mercenary practices? A revifer of Shakefpear 
ought to have enquired into thofe particulars. For our own 
part, we {carcely make a doubt that the term back here is Shake- 
{pear’s word, but that it has no relation to.cutting or flafhing, 
and fignifies moving, going from one place to another like the 
old Englith hackneys, which attended the king’s expeditions, and 
were fent to and from all parts of the country to bring provifions 
for the troops. Let the reader confider the paflage in this 
fenfe, and pronounce whether the meaning is not more clear 
and eafy, than that given by this critic. 

Our revifer thus comments upon Ford’s foliloquy, in ‘which 
is the following line, dud aud fo firmly on bis wife's frailty. 

‘ Mr, Warburton takes great pains to explain and juftify this 
reading, but, in my opinion, with little fuccefs. To confider 
his own illuftration: if I flood on a rotten bridge, and one, to 
warn me of my danger, fhould tell me, | ftood firmly on a rot- 
ten plank, J fhould think it very extraordinary language. So 
if any one fhould tell me his neighbour was a fecure fool, and 
refted upon his wife’s frailty, I fhould conelude it to be a flip 
of his tongue, or that he affected to talk nonfenfe, Mr. Up- 
ton, Critic. Obferv. p. 176, goes another way to work. Ac- 
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cording to him, Ford was going to fay honey, but corrects 
himfelf, and adds unexpeétedly, frailty, with an emphafis. I 
muft own this appears to me too ftudied and affeéted to be pro- 
bable. I theréfore readily agree with Mr. Theobald and Sir 
Thomas Hanmer in fubftituting fea/ty, or rather, ‘to avoid am- 
biguity, though the alteration be fomewhat greater, fidelity.’ 

Thou facred rage of correcting ! to what abfurdities doft thou 

‘not impel human brains, quid non mortalia pectora cogis! never, 
furely, did words carry a more evident meaning than thofe do. 
On bis wife's frailty: to every one but a critic, the obvious mean- 
ing of Ford, is, that Page is very obftinate on the /ubje@ of his 
wife’s frailty, and that he Rands upon it like a fecure fool, who 
thinks himfelf firm. Our revifer, for the tire-wel/et, made ufe of 
by the old quarto edition in Falftaff’s fpeech to Mrs. Ford, 
thinks that poffibly, the poet might have written the tire-wel- 
wet. He fhould have informed himfelf that the. tire-vel/er is 
part of the drefs of a nun, and, fignifies ‘no more than a white 
double handkerchief. We muft in general obferve, that this 
author is feldom miftaken when he. fupports the ancient read- 
ings; and when he ventures to amend, he is far more tolerable 
than any of the editors he condemns, 

We now proceed to the Merchant of Venice: * Mr. Pope was 
miftaken in imagining the word, argofz, to fignify ‘a thip from 
Argo.’ ‘This laft is an inland town of the Morea, and confe- 
quently could have no fhipping. In the primary fignification 
of the word, it denoted a thip of Ragufa; and as that city was 
in the middle ages famous for its trade and extenfive navi- 
gation, and particularly for building merchant fhips of the. 
largeft fize, every very large merchant veffel came to be called 
an Argofe. Hence too Ragoxine, for Ragufain, the name of the 
pirate in Meafure for Meafure.’ 

Indeed Mr. Revifer you are as far miftaken as Mr. Pope, 
and you here give us a frefh inftance of the neceflity a critic 
upon Shakefpear is under to underftand Shakefpear’s language. 
An Argofe in its etymology has a relation to the fhip Argos, in 
which the Argonauts failed’; and in Shakefpear’s time every large 
fhip, efpecially a trading one, was called an Argofe, without the 
fmalleft allufion to Ragula. 

This author we thirk is unhappy in the following objervation : 


‘ And wben love fpeaks, the voice of all the Geds 
Makes heaven drowfie with the harmony. 


That is, whenever love fpeaks, all the gods join their wouggs 
with -his inharmonious concert.” _ 
Rises Mr. W. is,. if poffible, ftill more abfurd we thal ag- 


; but we muft think that the natural ‘meaning | of the paf- 
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fage; is, that when Love fpeaks, if all the Gods were to {peak 
after him, heaven would turn inattentive or drowfy, 
The following paflage admits of fome difpute : 


While greafy Fone doth keel the pot. 


* The monthly Magazines have taught us, that the verb, £ce/, is 
a northern word, and fignifies to coo/; and that the meaning of 
the whole line is, while the greafy houfe-maid doth by the help 
of her ladle cool the pot, and prevent the broth from boiling 
over, which fhe is preparing for the fupper of the labourers at 
their return from the field.’ 

The revifer ought to have mentioned, that in the North the 
word feel, or as it is pronounced in Scotland kale, fignifies greens 
fit for the pot, fuch as cabbages, coleworts, &c. and that it is 
ufual for the pot to be boiling for fome time before the keel is 
put into it, which is called kaling, or keeling the pot. 

In our author’s remark upon the following line in the Tam- 
‘ing of the Shrew; 


I am arriv'd from fruitful Lombardy, 


he tells, us ‘ that Pifa is a city of Tufcany, not of Lombardy. 
But every one who is converfant in the old Englith language 
knows, that our anceftors, and indeed, the Italians themfelves,: 
comprehended all Tufcany in Lombardy. The ftreet of the 
Lombards, or Lombard-ftreet, got its name from the Florentines, 
who were fettled there in or before the reign of Edward JII. and 
the chief of them became bankrupts by his failing to repay the 
money they lent him. 

In our author’s criticifm upon the Twelfth Night, the follow- 
ing paflage occurs; 


© Cottiers catches. 


‘ The old reading, coxiers catches, that is, coblers catches, in 
which fenfe the word is ftill ufed in the weftern part of this 
kingdom, ought undoubtedly to be reftored. See the Canons 
of Criticifm, p. 51, Its etymology is from cordavainer, which 
was firft abbreviated into cordier, and then by degrees, in virtue 
of the weftern pronunciation, ceardier, came to be coxier.” 

This is another inftance of the neceflity of underftanding 
Shakefpear’s language. The coziers, or codgers, (as they are called 
in the North) were people who travelled about felling fith or other 
provifions in wicker bafeets from town to town, which are in old 
French called cézieres, a word that has no manner of relation 
to cordovanniere oF cordwainer. 

In the Winter’s Tale, we find an obfervation of equal fagacity 
with the preceding: , 


‘ To let him there a month, beyond the geft 
Prefix’d for’s parting. 
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¢ Mr. Warburton defends this reading, and informs us, that 
© geft fignifies a ftage or journey.’ Beit fo. Let us therefore 
fubftitute either of thofe two words in the place of ge, and we 
fhall ftill find the paflage will be nonfenfe. 1 am inclined to 
believe our poet wrote, . 
beyond the lift, 
that is, beyond the limit ; in which fenfe Shakefpear hath feve- 
ral times ufed that word.’ 

The ignorance of the meaning of the word gefts among all the 
commentators of Shakefpear i is very furprizing ; but it muft be 
owned that Mr. W, has in the paflage before us come neareft its 
‘meaning. Before a king of England undertook a progrefs, the 
lord-chamberlain, or proper officer prefented him with a paper, 
containing the gefs, which we fuppofe to have come from the 
French word gif’) and it regulated not only the places where 
the king was to lie every night, but the time of his continuing 
at each. The word is very common in old writers, and may 
be yet feen in the fenfe we have explained it in the hand of 
a royal author, Edward VI. in his journal publithed by bi- 
fhop Burnet. In this fignification we hope Shakefpear’s ori- 
ginal ftands unimpeached, and if we may be allowed a pun, will 
remain mafter of the /i#:. We have been the more full in ex- 
plaining this term, becaufe it occurs more than once in Shake- 
fpear, and has occafioned his text receiving many a dreadful 
{tab from the pens of his editors and revifers, 

The bounds we are obliged to prefcribe to ourfelves in review- 
ing a work of the bulk before us, do not fuffer us to give far- 
ther particulars of the author’s verbal miftakes, efpecially as 
we are in hopes of foon reviewing an edition of Shakefpear, 
which will be final and decifive of that great poet’s text. We 
cannot, however, take leave of the work before us, without 
again doing the author the juftice to own, that Shakefpear’s 
text is greatly obliged to his labours in eftablifhing the autho- 
rity of its original printing. In intricate paffages, where there | 
is no difputes about printing, punctuation, or words, he has been 
very happy in his explanations ; and a reader, who is not a pro- 
feffed critic, may ftudy Shakefpear in his clofet with far more 
eafe and advantage than he did before. We are, however, of . 
opinion, that this author takes too much pains in confuting 
readings and emendations that confute themfelves, and fome= 
times in eftablifhing meanings that are clear to the loweft ca- 
pacity. He does not write in the liberal manner that fhould 
prevail among gentlemen and {cholars ; and he has taken more 
pains to underftand Shakefpear’s meaning than his words; two 
ftudies which have fo mutual a relation, that they ought to be 
infeparable, 
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Ill, An Introduétion to the Art of Reading, with Energy and Pro-° 
pricty. By John Rice. 8vo. Pr. 45. Tonfon, 


W" aces of {peaking and reading are of very late growth in 

this country, and we wifh that their trade may be asbeneficial 
to literature as it is to themfelves. Times have been when great 
writers in verfe and profe have flourifhed, and when their works 
have been read, without the readers being taught the true me- 
thod of pronouncing them ; but we have never heard that they 
fuffered for want of a profedfforial chair, for the art of reading 
with energy and propriety. 

Thofe are two properties that, with Mr. Rice’s leave, can ne- 
ver be taught or communicated; they muft arife from the or- 
gans, the feelings, and, above all, the good fenfe of the reader. 
Even the latter alone will not fucceed. Mr, Dryden, who had 
certainly as mufical an ear for Englifh poetry as any man ever 
had, could not read (as we have been told by Mr. Cibber and 
others) his own or any other writings, fo as to be underftood. 
All the labours of a Rice or a Sheridan would have been loft 
upon Mr. Pope; mor can we think that any of the mechanical 
or common rules of profody are neceflary towards forming har- 
monious and corre& verfification. An ear for mufic and an ear for 
poetry are fo very different, that the great poet lalt mentioned ufed 
to exprefs his admiration to his friend Dr. Arbuthnot, what merit 
could there be found in Handel! His mufic, faid he, affe&ts me with 
no other-fenfation than what I feel from noife. Many a bard, like 
Pope, with a true Englifh poetical ear, has written harmonioufly 
in verfe, without knowing the difference between a f{pondee and 
a daétyl, an anapzft, atrochaic or an iambic. In like manner, 
we have heard many readers, who, poficfled of the qualities we 
have already mentioned, without one of the rules Jaid down by 
Mr. Rice, have given us more pleafure, and delivered themfelves 
with a truer emphafis, than all the knowledge of mechanical 
rules can communicate. 

In the mean while, we are far from faying, that a long ftudy 
of thofe rules, by a man who has nothing elfe to do, may not af- 
fift him in the art of reading, efpecially if he applies himfelf 
at the fame time to get.rid of that little portion of feeling and 
underftanding which nature may have been.uokind enough.to be- 
ftow upon him. From the perufal we have had of Mr. Rice’s 
book, his pupil muft be aut Cefar aut nibil, either his wholly or 
nothing. Having premifed.thefe general obfervations, which 
indignation indeed partly extorted from us, we fhall now. pro- 
ceed.to the work ipfelf, 

Blainville in . his travels through. Gene, tells us of. an 


artift at Nuremberg, * who could make a hundred little cups 
of 
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of ivory turned, and perfeély well proportioned, with a ring 
to each, that plays, and raps againtt the body of the cup, ‘all 
of which are contained in a grain of pepper.” This muft be 
inconceivably ingenious ; nor is it the lefs fo, becaufe it is of 
no*amanner of ufe. ‘Art and utility, however, are, we think, 
very agreeable companions, and, in mechanical affairs, are al- 
Ways forry to fee the former feparated from the latter, Mrs 
Rice, we acknowledge, is an artift in his profeffion; but we 
muft be excufed from giving it a higher epithet than mecha- 
nical. His firft chapter treats of obfervations on the defects 
and perfection of reading in general ; and here he difcovers an 
analogy between reading and writing, which he modeitly pre- 
fumes, in a note, ‘ may be of fame fervice alfo to writers, by 
inducing them to pay attention to the manner in which their 
works may be recited ; a circumftance that will neceffarily im- 
prove and meliorate their ftile, whether they compofe in profe 
or verfe.’? From this hint, we are in hopes that this i ingenious 
author will proceed to eftablifh le€tures for the improvement of 
authorfhip, as well as reading. He fays, in the fame note, 
« It hath been obferved by fome writers on this fubjeét, that 
poets may be able to arrange their words properly in me- 
tre, according to the rules of verfification, even if they were 
ignorant of the proper accent and emphafis of words. Such 
poetry could not fail, however, of being extremely defeQive ; 
for the reafons hereafter affigned.’ 

He muft indeed bea ftrange poet, who is ignorant of the em- 
phafis of words, however unable he may be to pronounce them, 
either: properly accented or properly emphafized. 

* Reading (fays Mr. Rice) may with propriety, be called ar- 
tificial fpeaking ; as it is, indeed, the imitation of natural elo- 
quence. Hence, like all other imitative arts, its end is defeated 
by every appearance of ftudy, habit, or affeCtation. Any pe- 
culiarity of tone and manner of reading, therefore, muft be dif- 
guftful, as it is unnatural ; in like manner the ftudied artifices 
of declamation are equally exceptionable, and for the fame reafon. 

‘ It is neverthelefs very certain that, as there are few com- 
mon readers, who have not a difagreeable habitual tone ; fo 
there are few pretended adepts in this art, who are not mete 
declaimers.’ 

We can by no means fubfcribe to this opinion; nor do we, ; 
from Mr. Rice’s performance, conceive fo high an opinion of his 
abilities, as to ackowledge him a dictator, even in the art of 
reading. What he means by reading being one of the imitative 
arts, Is next to jncomprehenfible, All reading is {peaking, tho” 
all fpeaking is not reading. We.can define painting, feulpture, 
and other imitative arts by their ends and properties, but read- 
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ing can be defined only by itfelf; nor can we fee how the end of 


-it, which is, that what is read fhould be underftood by others, is 


at all defeated by an appearance either of ftudy or habit, which we 
take, in reading, to be what a manner isin paintings This may be 
good as wel] as bad ;- nay, it may be difficult, ifmor-impoffible, 


4o change it for the better. There is not a judge-of painting 


who can be ignorant, that the airs of Raphael’s heads: and the 
contours of Pouffin’s figures are ftudied* fromthe tantique,,and 
that each of them have a manner; but He anuft)dt @ wretched 
connoiffeur; who fhould pronounce: that ftudysanda man- 
ner:are blemifhes in either of thofe matters. ‘:Ag to affeation, 
it ig a defe& of judgment, or the: copfequence of -a bad habit ; 


‘and Mr.Rice-will find great difficulty im curing. it in any. perfon, 


as men>are generally fonder of their,impetfeQions thd accom- 


plithments,- With refpe& to Mr. Rice’s general cenfure-of conimon 
‘readers.and pretended:adepts, the plain Englifh of it is, Geutle- 


men and ladies, you think you can read well, but you deal only 
in rattling and’ bombatt ; nor can you ever be underftood till vou 


‘buy my book,. and‘attend-my.leétares.. 


It has bees often difputed, whetlier exquilite fenfations of any 
kind afford greater degrees of pleafure or pain to mankind, 
We are apt to pronounce for the latter: an exquifite ear, for in- 
ftance, meets with five hundred torments for one gratification ; ; 
and the fame may be faid of {melling, feeing, feeling, and, per- 
haps, tafting. A man may have a true ear in redding, tho’ 


“it may not be-exquifite, and cannot judge of the extafies of 


pleafure, which the obfervance of Mr. Rice’s, or indeed any 
other. rules, may communicate to a very refined connoiffeut : 
we apprehend, indeed, the latter is’ fo very rarely to be met 
with, that were we to demolifh the whole prefernt praétice of 
reading to admit Mr. Rice’s fyftem, we fhould’aét like the epi- 
eure, who’ threw away all the pidgeon but the rump. 

‘ The great fource of vicious habits in reading, is the erro- 
neous method of teaching children to read before they learn: to 
erite, cr the making them recite what they do not underfland. 
I fhould be gjad'to know of what ufe it is, to teach children to 
gabble over a parcel of words, the meaning of which they do. 
not compreliend, as is almoft wniverfally the cultom, unlefs it 
be with a defign that the little prattlers may divert their pa- 
tents fomething more agreeably than mere perroquets... Of 
this, at leaft, I'am certain, that it would be of great utiliry,. 
in more ways than one, if children were not taught to pronounce: 
their letters, till they were taught to delineate them; and that 
they thould firft learn to write and read their own words and’ 
fentiments, and not recite or copy thofe of others. ‘There is 
not a more vicious cuftom, in the whole prattice of modern edu- 
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tation, thamthat of ferting youth to get veries, or déclamatiohy; 
and to repeat them by rote. This cuftom, [ know, is adopted 
with a view.to exercife the memory; but, fetting afide the ab« 
fardity of exercifing the memory with retention of mere founds; 
it isivery certain that a vacant mind will retain rhings much bet- 
ter than one which is overcharged with fuperfluous ideas ;' and 
perhaps this vacuity is one reafon why the memory is better in 
youth than in age. Be this, however, as it will; it is iat all 
ages much @afier to learn to remember, than. to learn. to for- 
get: and.yet the latter is full as neceflary as the former; young 
perfons ifinding themfelves, on entering into dife; more bewil= 
dered by the prejudices of their education (i, e, what they re- 
member tohave been taugé:) than from their real ignorance of 
the world, or what they have flill to Zara, And: hence it is, 
that in applying the acquifitions made in their education to any 
good: purpofe, they are obliged to. throw afide, and to forget 
the greater part of them. 

‘ It may ftem ftrange, that I fhould diffuade preceptors from 
teaching children to read till they teach thém:to write, and at 
the fame time to write and read their own expreflions 5 the rea-. 
fons for it, however, are very obvious; as, by fo doing; chil- 
dren will aeqnire fo ftrong a fenfe of that analogy. which. fubfits 
between reading and fpeaking, thar they can never fall into the — 
vicious habits of reciting otherwife than they converfe : In which 
cafe, nothing mote would. be requifite to. enable them to read 
any work with ‘propriety; than the perfe&t comprehenfion of 
the author’s fenfe; which is not, as. before obferted, altogether 
fufficient for grown perfons at prefents’ 

Our author, in order to be acquitted of advancing, in the above 
quotation, the moft impracticable and prefumptuous para- 
doxes, muft be tried by a jury of his peers; fchool-maiters and 
{chool- miftreffes, before the bar of Common Senfes and prevail 
on counfellor Experience to plead his caufe. In what miferable 
mifts of ignorance has this poor country, and indeed all Europe, 
been groping, as to the important point of education, till they were 
difpelled by the beams of Mc. Rice’s kriowledge ? Even claffical 
fcholars and poets, till he mowed upom the face of their underfiand= 
ing, dealt in a chads of different idioms and f{cholaitic phrafeology. 
But, to fay the truth, after the ftriteft attention, we candor 
, difcover one grain of meaning in the above quotation. The 
phrafe of earning to forget in the text is, we apprehend merly 
_ figurative and ideal, and bears a quite different fenfe from that 
of learning to remember, which is real and practicable. In thorts 
Mr. Rice, in preaching up the doétrine of learning to forget, puts 
us in mind of dean Swift, when his beef was over-roafted, ora 
deting his cook to take it hack to the kitchen, and do it lefs. 
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~ Upon the whole, we ought to be ferious on every fubje& that 
regards education, without too wantonly hazarding experiments 
The prefent fyftem has produced many great. men in all the arts: 
and in all ages:: that propofed by Mr. Rice is inconfiftent with: 
all that ever went before. uintilian wrote upon the fame fub- 
ject with him ; but the praétice he recommends is the reverfe of 
that ‘of Mr; Rice, who has nothing in common with that great 
antient, except his blaming the modes of education then in ufe.. 
Speaking of children learning to write, fays he, itis radicibus 
mus paretur, firibere ipfum, that is, the praétice of-writing fhould 
be deeply rooted. in the early part of life; but he was-f 
far from recommending the precedence of writing before read- 
wig, that he very fenfibly fays, Quoniam adbuc cirea res tenues mo- 
Pamur, ti-quoque verfus qui ad imitationem feribendi. proponentur, non 
Gtibfas velim fententias babeant, fed boneftum aliquid monentes.. ‘* Hi- 
therto we have dwelt upon trifling matters: even the copies fet 
him for the improvement of his hand- writing ought not to be 
an unmeaning fet of words, but to convey fome beautiful fen- 
timent, the remembrance of which will ftick to him when he 
is old; and when ftampt upon his tender mind, the impreffion 
will ever improve his morals.” We fhould be glad to know 
what benefit Quintilian’s pupil could receive from this precept, 
if he could not read? | 

Our author next proceeds to treat of the analyfis of fpeech, 
in which he comprehends a variety of divifions, and difcovers 
an important fecret, that there is an effential diftin&ion between 
fpeaking and finging; and after quoting lord Kaims and Dio- 
nyfius of Halicarnaffus, he arranges the precedency of the five 
vowels, and differs from his lordthip, (whom, by the bye, he: 
takes to be a man of quality) and then makes a number: 
of profound revelations, the moft intelligible of which we thalk 
give our readers. 

® He is miftaken therefore in fuppofing the voice, in paffing- 
through the cavity of the mouth, acquires by articulation a dif- 
ferent tone. It is true in general, as he affirms, ‘* that the air, 
in pafling thro’ cavities, differing in fize, produceth various 
founds, fome high, or fharp, fome low and flat: that a fmall 
cavity occafions a high found, and a large cavity a low found.” 
‘His lordthip, however, forgets to take along with him the we- 
Yecity with which it is neceffary the air fhould pafs through thofe 
apertures, before it can poffibly. occafion any found at all, in 
its paffage.’ 

Thefe fagacious *obfervations are followed by above a dozen 
pages equally inftru@ive; in which our author moft undeniably. 
proves, that we fpeak by means of the throat, the tongue and the 
teeth, and that without them we could anly bellow. 
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. ‘He next proceeds to treat of the Jength of fyllables in Eng 
‘lith, and here he banithes all variety of tone from reading and 
Speaking, ‘excepting (continues he, with moft notable preci- 
fion and intelligibility) that of /extences immediately under ‘the - 
influence of the meaning of the difcourfe.’ At the fame time ‘he 
does not pretend that all fyllables or fimple founds dre of .the 
fame. tone; and this is-illuftrated*by:two tunes fet in {core to 
the following beautiful words, bat, bet, “bit, bot, but. We are 
then informed, that Scaliger and Prifcian define a fyllable to be 
an element; that “ others have defined “if as an articulate voice 
of'an individual found;?—but that * the: vowels, whes uttered 
fingly, are undoubtedly fingle founds.’ 

We are fenfible how unfair and how eafy it is, by: partial 
‘quotations, to ridicule or’ mifreprefént any’ work, and’ that 
detached fentences, even ffom the Bible itfelf, thay become blaf- 
phemy; but this can only happen ‘in works that proceed from 
fimple principles to eftablith the molt fublime truths onthe 
moft important difcoveries: Mr, Rice’s work’ is gualis ab in: 
c@epto, and preferves an even tenour of fignifidancy through’ the 
whole. His great aim feems to be to demolifi his antagonift, Mr. 
Sheridan, and-others, who have found fuch trifing either amufide 
‘or profitable. His obfervations upon/Englifh® poetry preferve 
the fame ftrain of obvious criticifm, which every man of corhi-. 
mon fenfe ‘has within himfelf, and few or none of ‘his remarks 
have even the merit of novelty. At laft_he becomes the impor- 
tant judge of eloquence, in preaching, pleading, and public {peak- 
ing. He condemns the faucy tongue of rattling eloquence, thto’ 
which, as he informs us in‘a note, “ aéts of parliament ate fre- - 
queatly paffed only'to be repealed; and orders of couft are 
made only to’ be reverfed.” We -cannot, *however, fee what 
conneétion this obfervation has with Mr. Ricé’s fubje& ; and not 
to méntion that it is falfe in fa&t, we think ft ds illiberally in- 
troduced, and that it fquints at fome private purpofe or refent- 
meft. As to the eet containing * the fketch of a plan 
for eftablifhiog a criterion, by which the pronunciation of lan- 
guages may be afcertained, and in particular that of the Eng- 
lifh tongue reduced to a certain fixt ftandard,’ we hall make 
no animadverfions upon it, as the whole of it has not appeared. 

Though we are of opinion, that Mr. Ricé’s book cannot be of 
the leaft’ ufe to the public, yet we admire him as an artift in 
‘his way, by making fuch flimfy materials hang together, as 
much as we do the German genius above-mentioned, or the 
aconjurer Jonas with his cards, cups, and garters, | 
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IV. Mufeum Rufticum et Commerciale: or, S¢le& Papers.on 
Agriculture, Commerce, Arts, and Manufafures, Drawn from 
Experience, and communicated by Gentlemen engaged in thefe Pur- 
Juits. Rewifed and digefed by feveral Members of the Society for 
the Encouragement of Arts, rans and Commerce. Vol. 41i, 
Sve. Pr. 6s. Davis. ! 


HE third volume of this work, on which we are going 

to comment, contains one hundred articles, forming 
not only an entertaining but a very interefting and pietut 
variety. 

We congratulate the editors, on thejr face fsfully’ cancen- 
trating the labours of fo many valuable correfpondents. The 
great number of vfeful pieces publithed in this wotk fuffi- 
ciently teftify that agriculture has within thefe few years been 
greatly improved ia England; but the misfortine hithertd has 
been, that the knowledge of improvements could ‘circulate but 
very flowly, for want’ of a proper channel of communication 
to diffufe them through every part of the King’s dominions. 

If a farmer accidentally makes any new _difcovery’ in huf- 
bandry, he immediately endeavours to confine the’ prattice of 
it to himfelf and his family: whence this defiré proceeds is not 
perbaps difficult to account for, it arifing from felf- iptereft, 

envy, and avarice, , The education of farmets is, ih ‘general, 
narrow: their fouls not being expanded by fentiments oF ur- 
banity end benevolence, they find it difficult ta look, beyond 
felf, and feldgm forbear enyying the good fortune of their 
neighbours ; felf-intereft is too often their governing principle, 
and avarice affifts in the accomplithment of their fordid views. 

It muft furely argue a wretched depravity of mind, when we 
are able to refufe doing good to our neighhours, though we 
can effect it without injury to ourfelves { and how much more 
wretched muft he be, who not only refufes to do good to in- 
dividuals, but even to improve his country in general! Such 
are thofe who churlifily conceal praétical difcoveries, Which 
might, if made known, be of infinite advantage to the Britifh 
nation, nay, perhaps to the whole world. 

Let us hope, as this country is now, through the variety of 
publications daily iffuing from the prefs, more enlightened 
than it ever was at any preceding period, that farmers will per- 
take of the general adyantage derived from this encreafed 
knowledge; and that they will hereby be ‘induced to open 
their ftores for the benefit of their brethren. If they need 
examples, let them refort to the volume now under confidera- 
tion, where they will perceive that many an honeft man, in 
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homely phrafe (for elevation of ftvle is not expedted in the 
writings of farmers) has told his ufeful tale, induced by no 
othér motive than that of doing good to mankind. “Let every 
one who has aught valuable to impart, communicate his know- 
ledge; and arts and fciences will of themfel¥és improve, 
without the alfiltance of labgured plans to bring them to per. 
feRtion, * * Papi, i as 32a 
But to return to our more immediate fubje&t: We find ia 
this third yolume, of the Mu/eum Rufticum fo many truly va- 
luable pieces, that were we to Fegard them all propery» this 
article, would be. extended to an undue fen h; there ore we 
fhall only mention fuch as we imagine may prove particularty 
uleful or entertaining to our readers.) 139 
We. find, in number VII, page 26, a defcription, 'géeom- 
panjed. by an engraved reprefentation, of a drilf “for fowing 
beans, adually uled ig the Vale of Ania. We ‘think this 
worth notice, ,as_ being the moft fimpie ari I-machine we ever 
faw or heard of: it is in the form of a wheelbarrow, and be= - 
ing-driven up the furrow before the plough, drops the beans 38° 
regularly as can, be defired, In the fame letter is al odelcribed 
a triangular harrow for weeding horfe-bean$. °° . Salt ab 
In number. XI. page 33, are fome very fenfible remarks on). 
the procefs of making Jalrpetre, occafioned by Mr. feremiah 
Brown’s method, which was ijnferted in the firt Vafume’of the — 
Mufeum Ruficum, and publithed by order of the Sodiéty for the” 
Encoura ment of Arts, Fe. The principal deGign of thefe re- 
marks 3g to enforce the dodtrige, .that animal as ‘well 'as vepe- 
table fubftances may, by Pputrefadion, bé produdtive of hitre} 
and Glauber and Stahl have Jong fince-declared themlelves of 
this opinion. SIsitit-Us.; stvobats 


Number XIII. page 63, certainly deferves ‘attention “as it 
rettifies an error frequently committed in brewing. This letter 
being short, we fhall infert it for the benefit of our readers ; 
but muft firft premife, that. there is a certain quaintnefs in the 
ftyle, which induces us to conjecture that the writer has atfumed 
a charaéter to which he is not perhaps ftriétly entitled. 

‘ As I deal pretty largely in the hop trade, I beg feave to 
communicate, through the channel of your ufeful book, an 
injurious charge that is often brought againft me by moft 
of my cuftomers, and which, I doubt not, is as frequently the 
cafe with others in the fame way of trade; for though I always 
give the. beft price, and am a fufficient judge which are the 
beft goods, yet when | have retailed them out to my cuftomers, 
feldom a week paffes but fome of them complain of the ex- 
ceflive fweetnefs of their ale, and the intolerable bitternefs ef 


their fmmall beer, 
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“Our "fquire the other day {wore his ale waS like honey, 
and his fmall beer like foot ; and became in fuch a paffion 
with me, that all I could fay to Ais bonour could not appeafe 
him. 

‘I defired leave to examine his butler in what manner he 
brewed: to this he confented, but at the fame time faid ‘he 
would be ,bound to be hanged if any man in England knew 
how to brew good beer better than Humphrey; notwithftand- 
ing which, Humphrey, not the hops, was the caufe why I had 
his bonour’s anger : and as [ durft not tell him Humphrey’s 
ignorance, I am in hopes he will find it out when he fées the 
caufe truly ftated in your ‘Mufeum Rufiicum ; for not only Hum- 
phrey,. but Tom, Dick, and Harry, are-all guilty of Hum- 
phrey’s fault. 

‘ When they have re e their ftrong beer, or ale wort, they 
put in the hops in the fame manner that they received them 


from my fhop: the confequence is, that the richer and bet- 
ter the wort is, the lefs it will partake of the effence of 
the hop. The rich fat wort fheathes up the pores of the hop, 
and, as it were, embalms the leaves, fo that the beer, or ale 
wort, can extract fcarcely any-part of the neceflary quality of 
the hop: but when it is put into the fmall beer wort, a fluid 
ofa more thin nature, then the pores are unfheathed, and the 


Imall beer, is rendered as bitter as /cot, while the ale is as {weet 
as henty, Now, if Humphrey, Tom, Dick, and Harry, will 
prevjoully foak the hops in.a pail or two of hot'water, the hop 
will. adminifter its good qualities impartially, and preferve the 
quire’ s beer to a proper age, and me’from the imputation of 
being an unfair dealer, 

‘ To confirm the truth of my obfervation, take a quarter of an 
ounce of the beft green tea, and inflead of pouring on it imple 
boiling. water, let the water have the fame quantity of fugar 
boiled io it that would be neceffary to fweeten fo much tea 
when made, and you will find that the fweetnefs of the water 
will prevent its extracting the grateful bitter flavour of the tea. 
In fhort, the reafon is fo obvious, that I am perfuaded Hum- 
phrey will foak his hops, and make ‘an allowance for the ad- 
ditional water fo ufed j in his. firft account ; and that this me- 
thod will produce the fquire good beer, snd me, and every 
hop merchant that is honeft, a good name.’ 

In number XV, is contained a method of rendering putrid 
water fweet, by mixing it with common ‘clay, and.letting it 
‘afterwards fettle. The quantity of clay muft be fufficient to 
take off its tranfparency, fo that the hand held juft under the 
furface will not appear through it. This method being ap- 
proved of in the Society for the Encouragement of Arts, by the 
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éominittee of chemiftry, we prefume the . fa& -is. fufidently 
afcertained. 

The fucceeding letter affords fome afeful obievationaostthe 
infe&ts which deftroy. pines and firs; and towards the latte# 
end is a paffage worthy. the perufal of naturalifts, containing 
an account ofa newly difcovered infe&. We thall, om thatac- 
count, lay it before our readers. Our anonymous, writer: fays > 

* This feafon I-have difcoyered another infeét, unknown to 
any ‘planter I ever-met with, and yetfeeming to be; ofe ‘which 
will deftroy more trees than all other accidents put together 3 
there being but few trees or fhrubs, evergreens extepted; but 
what are killed by this infe& at mhoving, ‘although thitherto 
they have been fuppofed to: be killed by the! feafon,: or fee 
other accidents. | 

‘It it is not very bufy till April ; for which reafon your eat. 
ly-fhooting trees often efcape: but at | that time it is upon 
moft young trees that are newly planted, and éats the outward 
bark off in many places all round the fhoots; which caufes 
them to look brown, and die: in»others it eats out the eye of 
the fhoots, and that often when they have begun:-to bud out 
finely for growing; by which means it kills all the part above 
ground: but ifthe tree is of the fruit fort, it will often'froot 
out at the bottom from: the ftotk. If a proper attentiom‘is not 
given to find out means to deftroy thofe infe&ts, which:are of 
the fly kind, they will-be a great nufance to all planters: ) ‘ 

* Laft year I had a large quantity’ of fruit trees fpoiled. by 
them, which were not tranfplanted; and alfo’ numbers: of 
fhrubs and rofes killed: and this ‘year they began to! attack .a 
large quarter of new-grafted apples, ahd nithbers ofichoice 
fhrubs, fo that I was greatly frighted at the havock which:they 
made; but I foon difcovering fome.of theni, and; as they at 
that time could not fly, they were.eafily skilled. + :fr 1, 

* This infe& is of the fly kind, near the fize ‘of the: fern-fly, 
but more taper, and longer, and. of a greyith colour, :with a 
fmall tharp head, and two long horns; or feelers." Ehofe Ifaw 
had no wings, but I fuppole they have them i in May, ‘at ware 
time they are a'l gone.’ 

‘Number XXX. isa letter from John Mills, efq; refpeding 
the burhet cultivated by Mr. Rotque.., 

This letter, which is a vindication. of Mr. Mills's) Work on 
Hufbandry, from fome objections made to it by the reverend 
Mr. Comber, we fhould have altogether neglefted,, had we 
pot, towards the conclufion, been*honoured with. pekicular 
regard, ' 
_ Mr. Mills fays we have criticifed his work in an invidious man- 
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mer: but we-appeal to the public, whether the charafer we 
have given of. his two firft, volumes is not ftri€tly-impartial. : 

He ‘tells ug he. has been chofen a member of the fociety of 
Brittany, of the royal fociety of agriculture at Paris, and of the 
fociety of agriculture and arts at-Berne.., We have only on this 
ectafion to observe, that notwithftanding the hopowrs conferred 
ea-him, no perfon who: has read)the Memoirs of the fociety of 
Brittany can affirm they are judges of agriculture? Can any 
ene behold fuch extenfive traéts of the fineft land in Eurppe lying © 
uneultivated.ia the Orleannois, ,at no great diltance from Paris, 
and at the fame time think that. the PariGan. fociety fulfils the. 
end.of its inftitution? In praifng Mr. Mills’s publication, 
they. reflected a large fhare of honour on their worthy, member 
du Hamel, whofe works make fo confpicuous a Panes in the 
Treatife on Hufbandry. 

Mr. Mills informs. the -public, that M. Lulin de Coateass 
vieux has, in a Jetter to a merchant in London,, called, his Bssr 
formance Un auvrage infiniment efimeble..., This we, readily . bes 
lieve; but then.it is kind of felf-praife ;, Mr. Mills was. made 
the mediom through which M, Lullia,might refle& praife.on 
M. de Chateauvieux.. Our readers will, readily. conceive» our 
meaning, when they recolle& that the experiments, made . by 
the laft mentioned gentleman fill up a large, fpace in Mr, Mills’s 
performance, ,. But enough on this head. 

We ‘recommend to,.our country-gentlemen the, pervfal of = 
nomber XXXI. which follows Mr. Mills’s letter, onthe fub- 
jet of raifing pine apples, and contains.an eftimate. of, the ex- 
pence.of building a fove, and the annual charge of a pinery,, 

Number XLIIL.is the copy of a curious old MS, containing 
an account, delivered by Queen Elizabeth’s cofferen, of the ex- 
pences in a year. of her majefty’s diet,. and that of all ber court; 
in which there appears to have been great. hofpitality and plen- 
ty, yet the whoie annual expence amounted only to.18431/. 155, 
though there were fifty rables kept befides her majefty’s. . 

Number LVII. treats of the culture of teazel,, which. is 
worth ‘atteation, . Number LXV. defcribes a machine. for 
cleaning fallows (accompanied by a plate) invented by Mr. 
Aaron Ogden, of Afhton Underliae in. Lancathire, The in- 
vention is ingenious, but we feat the machine will not. anfwer 
when brought in pra@ice. Number LXXIV. comprehends a 
comparifon. of the profits arifing from arable and pafture land 
near Bury, in Suffolk. The writer, of this piece is a very 
waluable correfpondent to the wosk, as all his letters are oa 
ufeful pradtical fubjeds. 

Number LXXXIX provides a remedy for the fly and fcab 


gn fheep, which. we fhall infert for the benefit of our readers. 
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¢ You muft not be furprifed: when I fay, what will deftroy 
the fly, will alfo cure the fcab, with little-or no alterations :, 
mercury is a mortal foe to both s and the remedy for, the ay. is. 
- as follows. * 

"Take of ost kotrbtive fibienat, half ane oniiee aliffolve it 
in two” quarts | Of tain ‘water 5 ‘to whith add 4 gill of fpirits of 
turpenting : ‘this is the whole of it, which snuft: be‘afed in the’ 
following manner.” | Hs sd oat! | 

éwh ite. Hes ‘firick} ‘the Aepherd sinsth dhakibiarde® : 
round thé maggots wich Tome of the water, by 'dfopping’ it out’ 
of @ bottle’: this: prevents‘ them ing away; ‘for they will’not 
come eat the water: thén Be Tfuft thred Or open'the wool 
within thé cifcle, and drop 4 fewdrops of water among them,’ 
and rub themi about with his fingers and there leave them, foc 
they will all die prefently. 

ot bans this from my Own: ‘certain Knowhedyei ahd many 
others! in this part Of rhe country tan dothe fame.’ 9 - 

‘To ‘a quart of the above water F-add a pint’of the fimple 
lime-warer of the London difpenfatory ; ; ‘and: I declare it from 
experiente; there is no more certain cure for the feab than it: 
I am fure itis’ the cleaneft; the fooneft prepared, ‘and , when 
fo, the ‘chea eft; which are inducements, I Tthink, fuficient 
to have eve countryman: make ule of #9193 bsaor nem | 

In number XCV is a’fitnple’ method for ‘ire weenthg? the 
findt in ‘wheat, which confits'only in wathing Bae ROS one be- 
fore it i8fowh. > AXXK is 

In the volame now before'us, fome letters! thosid derparticn- 
larly diftinguithed, of which kind we thall ff aention ‘three 
figned E.'S. and dated in Middlefex. ‘Thefe ard ‘urn bersoXt1, 
¥XXVIE. and LXVIL. and are allon the! fabje®t of ¢he-drill 
hufbandry. We earneftly recommend thet’ to Ouf réddlets atten- 
tion, particularly the ‘laft, which’ contains aif xedoutit Of ‘hine- 
teen or twenty crops of wheat having been got #6 the fame’ field 
in little more than twenty years, by practifing Mir Pulls amey’ 
thod of hufbandry. $Y ad. BG 

We muft next take notice of fome letters from‘an old Effex 
farmer on the fubje& of chalking land ; in the fir of which, 
number XLVIII. is a curious’ and ‘ufeful difcovery, ‘relative to 
the fubfidence of chalk, and the manner of recovering it after 
the land is feemningly worn out. | ‘This letter isiperhaps the beft — 
and moft ufeful that has been for’many years“publifhed on the — 
fubje& of dgticulture ; and, if univerfally read’ with due’ atten- 
tion, might poffibly prove of infinite fervice to land owners, as 
well as tenants by leafe. The other two pieces, written by: the 
fame farmer, numbers XCIIE. and XCIV. are only in fupport 
of the author’s fyftem; but they are ufeful in ees 
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his former affertions. Thefe three letters abound with philofo- 
phical reafonings, and may ferve 'to fet the natiiralift or chemift 
to work, to difcover in what manner chalk’ Operates in vegeta 
tion,” when, ‘after having fubfided, it may be-again brought to 
the furface in full poffeffion of its original virtues, feeming in 
this refpe&t'to partake of the qualities of antimony ormercury. 
Though there are many other papers in this'volume deferv- 

ing of our notice; yet we thall only mention Oné more letter, 
inferted in number LXX, figned W: A. S. and dated from Edin- 
burgh : it'ifenfible and ingenious, containing fome remarks on 
Rtaihing: elm boards of a’ ‘mmaliogdny colour ; but our principal 
reafon for mentioning this piece is, becaufe, if we remember 

right, it is the only letter in alf the three volumes of this work, 
written bya North Briton. - We are the more furprized at this, 
as we know the North Britifh: farmers and manufacturers are 
rather more capable of writing properly on the fubjeéts of their 
vocations, than thofe of the fame rank in England ; and that for 

this plain reafon, becaufe-education is acquired at a much cheaper 
rate there than’ here. ‘They'canndt want’ matter to write on, 
as numberlefs improvements have been made within thefe twenty 
years in the agriculture of Scottand, and their manufadtures are 
taifing’ above mediocrity; witnefs the manufattories for cam- 
brick or’ Scotch’ lawn, and for haberdafheries, ‘eftablithed in va- 
rious parts; the gauze matiufa&ory at Paifley neat Glafgow; 
and particularly the fail-cfoth and thread manufatories efta- 
blifhed ‘at Montrofe and other parts, which dre of late’ yeare 
brought to fuch perfection, that the owners are under articles to 
fend to London all they can produce. Such fubjeéts would 
nobly employ*the pen of a North Briton; and‘we imagine it 
would prove of no differvice to the manufaQories, ifan account 
of their progrefs was pablifhed in a feries of letters, addrefied 
to the editors of the Mufeum Rufticum. | 

As we have no farther remarks to make on this volume, the 

contents of which we think very valuable and interefting, we 
fhall conclade the’ article. with a with, that agriculture, on 
which the prefent, as well as future profperity of the Britifh 
empire fo much depends, may continue to improve, till it fhall 
attain that fummit of perfection, which will render us a rich and 
independent people. 





V. Original Papers relating to the Difturbauces in Bengal; con- 
taining every material Tranfafion from 1759 to 1764. 2 Vols, 
Pr. 75, Newbery. 


\ E have often had occafion to review the hiftory of the 
Englith affairs in Indoftan, or as it is commonly called 


the Eaft-Indies (feeyol. xv. p. 302, ‘vol. xvi, p. 249.) and Me. 
: Scrafton’s 
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Scrafton’s work has brought down the accounts of thofe tranfac- 
tions to the period where the papers before tis commence, 
Before we. proceed in reviewing them, we are’to put our reader 
upon his guard againft founds and words. The term of original 
conveys no degree of truth, far lefS infallibility, to the contents 
of a paper. All we gather from thofe before us is, that fome 
gentlemen in the Eaft-Indies proceeded upon a certain plan of 
myeafures, and the originality of the papers doés no’ more than 
authenticate the identity of that plan and thofe meafures; but 
whether they were confiftent with the intereft ‘did honour of 
the mother-country (for we are perhaps not fingular in think- 


ing, that the intereft of England and the Eaft-India company, © 


and likewife of that company and its agents, are Very different 
confiderations) muft be left to the judgment of ‘the reader, | 
The opportunities we had of reviewing many coridus pieces, 
publithed during fome late fcrambles for power in the Eaft-Tn- 
dia company (fee vol. xvii. p. 146, 147, 149, 15%, 155, &c.} 
will greatly contrac our labour upon the publication before us. 
In the courfe of thofe reviews many opportunitiés 'prefented to 
juftify our foepticifm with regard to original Raft-India papérs ; 
and assa proof of this, we need-only put our-readefs in‘ mind, 
that certain gentlemen of great and unimpeached credit wrote 
an original letter addreffed to the Eaft-India diretors, in, which 
they affirmed that major Carnac gaineda complete vidtory over 
the Mogul, after a famous battle comparable to‘that of Porus 
with Alexander the Great. Mr. Prefident Holwell, on the other 
hand, who is likewife a ‘gentleman of great and) unitnpeached 
eredit, denies: (ibid. p. 231) that’fuch a battle was ever fought, 
or that a:fingle mufket was fired om the occafion. Notwith- 
ftanding this and many other difcouragements we have met 
with in Eaft-India publications, that before us ‘is 4 valuable 
prefent to the public, (though we have aleeady reviewed many 
of the pieces,it contains) becaufe we are thereby'enabled to 
form aconneéted feries of the Jateft tranfattions that have come 
to our hands from that country,, as reprefented by one fide of the 


gucficn. . ) . 
One Mr. Jobn,Surman.and Kanja Sirhu@ agents’ for the 
Englith Eaft-[ndia company in the year 1716, obtained from 


-king (or the Mogul) Furruckfeer.a phirmaund of grant to the — 


company, confirming all prior grants, and exempting the Eng- 

lith from, payment of cuftoms and ‘duties on theit imports and 

exports, Orders were given at the fame time for the mapiftrates 

of the country,, to fupport the Engfith in their juf concerns. 

According to this editor, no néw privilégés of trade were granted 

by the treaty which was made with Méet Jaffer, ‘By, adtitiral 
. Watfon and colonel Clive; but if confifmed’the afticles ‘agreed 
6 on 
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on: before with Serajah Doula. It perhaps would have giver 
fome fatisfaGiion to an inquifitive reader, if thofe articles had 
deen here infected. From the complexion of the papers before 
us, and igdéed ‘from the whole tenor of Mrs Vanfittart’s govern- 
ment, it appears :asif great encroachments.had been’ made by 
the compaay’s fervents, upon the undoubted’ rights of the fo- 
dottan. government (ibid. p. 233, 300.) particularly inthe ar- 
ticles of ‘falt and, betel-nut, which the Moguls add their fubfti- 
tutes had alwayscreferved té:themfelves ; ‘nor could any of the 
company’s fervants engage in: the’ fale trade: waisber: the Na 
pabiesinreheriene: 7 

»Upaen thedtrival.of Mr. Vanfittart:- “at Bengal, he: fourth the 
affairs of thecompany in great diforder,’ chiefly through tHe 
saifmanagement of Jaffer Aly Cawn,: whom ‘the: Eoglifty-had 
made nabob, ‘and his minifters. They neither paid their own 
troops,; nor ‘fulfilled ‘their: ftipolations: with the Englith, who 
were theirvatrxiliaries.. TheShah“Zada, (whorby the bye ap- 
pears to be the true heir to the crowa of Indaitan) was withiti 
thirty mileg;"and upon thecdeath ‘of the: nabob Miram (eldeft — 
fon and the fole hope. of the nabob Jaffier) who iscfaid to Have 
been killed by lightning, every thing went into’ fach diforder, 
that a general plunder was ‘expected, ‘through: the suneafinefs 
of his troops forswant ,of payor They refuféd:toomarch; the 
nabob’s treafury, as: well: as) that of the company,° was: exa 
haufted; (for, to-fay the truth; ‘the latter feem#/ to ‘have cde- 
pended on the former) and a ftop was put to the company’s 
inveftment. ‘The fervauts of the company; it/feems, ‘had de- 
manded.a mortgage upon cértain countties, inftead of ‘the af» 
fignments that had been given them 3° but: the nabob told them 
that thofe revenues were pre-engaged forithe-ufeof his-own 
family. It appears by a letter from-one colpnel Caillaud, that 
the very fervants.to the fervants of the company;-were thé direc- 
tors of this great prince, the nabob, who has been reprefented 
as poffefling a revenue of above two millions and a half a year, 
* The nabob’s ufage to me, (fays Caillaud) in the courfe of 
this affair, hath piqued me fenfibly, nor will 1 let it go ug- 
noticed.’ 

Tovthe mean While the famous Coffein Aly Cawn became 2 2 
mighty favourite with the Englith, for having put a ftop to a 
mutiny of the Seapoys in Jaffier’s fervice, by paying’ part of their 
demands out of his own treafury; and here we think is the 
great hinge upon which our narrative turns. Thofe high and 
mighty fervants found out this fame Coffein Aly Cawn to be 
a fly cunning fellow; and that, wer he was the nabob’s 
fon-in-law, he would be very glad to fill his place. ‘They felt 


the nabob’s. dati aod recommended Coffein to him in 
the 
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the ftrongeft terms ; bat ima letter from the:nabob to Mr. Hob- 
well, dated the roth of July 1760, .it.appears that-he had» pre- 
ferred the Chuta nabob’s fon to fucceed his father)::: Aboutithis 
time Pondicheery was invefted; and on the:a8th of July 3760 
the felec&t committee: at Calcutta acquainted the prefidentrand 
council of fort St. George, that for want: of money they could 
give them no manner of affiftance for carrying:onishe fiege or 
blockade. The affairs of the nabob:at: his capital of Moorthe~ 
dabad went from bad to worfe; and it:feems pretty: plain, from 
the letters before us,. that the nabob’s fubjeéts depended onthe 
Englith for proteétion in all their outrages ; andthet the fervants 
af:the company had taken a refelation, that jaffier fhould sow 
become a needy, defpicable, hoody: tyrants: Mr. Vanfittarr, 
however, was for continuing him im the government 3 -nay;:for 
guarantying the poffefioa of it to -him,incafe a treatgowith the 
Shah Zada fhould take place, but: upoa the modeft terms of his 
putting into, the hands of neaenfeaes eemaareres to: mane 
value of 7:50,000h. a year. ce > © 

We cannot here help :paufing upon: this demand, as it sity 
reafonably be fuppofed, that fuch:a rent given without: account, 
might to the fa@ory.be worth'the round millien, aad 2g0,0001, 
a year was, furely a very moderate allowance, for. ftewardthip 
and colle&iom;. for:it dees not at all appear, ithat. they: were 
obliged.to. account to. the company at: home for more tham the 
750,0001l.0: Meer» Jafhier, barbarian: asi he was, faw. the‘drift 

of their high-mightinefles, and thewed fenfible marks of ‘refent- 
ment at their ‘pretending to make him their milch-cow.:/1 Hize 
mali labes, and we find a copy of a memorial: (but -by-whom 
drawn up, or bow authenticated;: does notbappear) by-which 
JaGiier is reprefented as amontter of inhumanity; and-of having 
murdered the firft grandees in his-government, » with: five of the. 
princefles, wives, daughters or relations: of ‘his: spredeceffors, 
who were all of-them maflacred or-drowned ip one.night, with 
about feventy -female.attendants., Sutely, gentle reader! thou 
canit have no idea, that our high and mighty nabob:makers 
would-continae fuch a monfterof blood:in his. government, as 
long as fo virtuous and fo difinterefted a relation as Coffeim was 
ready torrelieve him. Jaffer, accondintg to-the fame: paper;-was as 
foolith as he was. tyranoieal ; aide the ‘memorial,: towards: the 
clofe of it;.appears to be pennedobycthe very, perfons ‘who had ~ 
undertakem {iee-vol: xvii. p. L493 i}2to difplace Jafher,and to fub- 
ftitute: Coffin in his placevfibids pa 150.) © 

In the ecourfe of thofeTetsers; Jaffer is acculed of avian; ef~ 
tered into a fecret negotiation with the Dutch, for tran{porting 
hoops ftom Batavia: intootliofe: provinces; «and: of his being 
pufillanimous, irregular, and of giviag contradittory orders. to 

his 
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-his perieral. He is faid to have attempted to negotiate a fepa- 
rate treaty with the Shah Zada, and of having obftrnéed the col- 
legtion.of the company’s appointments. Were thofe charges 
true; they are by no means furprizing, when we confider the 
thraldem in which he was held by his makers; and that the 
rapacionfnefs of their inland dealings, with their refufal to pay 
the stated duties upon the moft vendible country commodities, 
crated. ‘that very inability to difcharge his engagements with 
the Englith, which in this colle€tion 4s imputed to him as a ca- 
pital.ctime. ._ In the mean while, the negotiation with Coffein 
was ftill. going on, and Jaffier’s diftrefies multiplying ; but the 
road for Coffein’s preferment was fmoothing, and he undertook 
to remedy, not only the diftreffed ftate of the company’s affairs, 
but the diforders of the country government. Matters. being 
ripe, the following articles were agreed upon. 

‘ Firft, The nabob Jaffer to continue in poffefiion of his 
dignities, and all affairs to be tranfaéted in -his name. 

Second, Coflim Aly to be placed in the adminiftration of the 
affairs of the provinces, and to have the reverfion of the g- 
vernment. : 

Third, Alliance offenfwe and defenfive. : 

Fourth, The: Europeans and Seapoys of the Englifh army, 
fhall be. ready to affift. the. nabob in the «management, of-al! 
affairs. 

Fifth, For all charges of the company, and of the faid-army, 
and provifions for the field, &c. the lands of Burdwan, Midna- 
poor, and Chittagong, fhall be affigned. 

Sixth, Sillet. 

Seventh, Former balances to be paid. 

Eighth, Lands of the company and of the government, how 
far difting, 

Ninth, The refpedctive conmnenael how far independent. 

Tenth, Whether peace or war with the prince, fhouldebe left 
to future. deliberation, but in either cafe, the putas /agree- 
ment to remain. inviolable.’ ° 

We have in former Reviews (ibid. p. 150.) feen the confe- 
quences of this treaty, the execution of which was entirely left 
to Mr. Vanfittart and colonel Cailland. We have freth lights 
from this colleétion, as to the infolence and overbearing man- 
ner in which poor Jaffer was forc’d into a private life, and how 
money arote from his depofition. In a letter from Mr. Vanfit- 
tart to the felect committee,.dated October 15th, 1760, from 
Coflambazar; he fays, that while he was treating with Jaffer 
to refign, ‘‘ f defcribed every thing in the worft light I could, in 
hopes that, by magnifying: his difficulties, } might bring him 
more eafily to confent to thofe meafures, which we have refolved 

on. 
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on. This feemed to operate in the manner I could with. 
But in the fame letter he tells them, that he was refolved 
at all events to carry his point: “This remitids us of 
common faying, Get money, my fon, boneftly”” i ye can, 

get money. At this time we find there was an ‘infarrection — 
Patna, where the nabob’s foldiery mal-treated their commander 
Rajebullob for want of pay. Fhe af all-event fchieme was executed 
with great pun@uality. Mr. Vanfittart ‘being apprehenfive of 
three wicked counfellors about the nabob’s pertoti he ordered 
colonel Caillaud to turn hiar faifly out’ of his palace, without 
any ceremony: which poorJaffier, feeing no remedy, was obliged 
to fubmit to; and he had the favour of retiring as @ private. pet 
fon to Caleutta, as he could expe&t ‘no fafety againft Coffein’s 
ambition in any other {pot of his dominions. 

The company, or rather its fervants, were now at the higheft 
pitch of glory and felicity, efpecially as, according to Mr, Van- 
fittart’s letter to the felec&t committee, they had in Coffein got an 
ally, whofe attachment to the corhpany might be depended Oni. 
But we do not perceive this revolution, profperous as it was, fo 
have been entirely agreeable to fome of the company’s fervants, 
who thought that the fele& committee carried things to unjuf- 
- tifiable lengths, without the Knowledge and approbation of the 
whole council’; and that the depofitioty of Jaffier was a ftain 
upon the honour of the company and that of the Englith na- 
tion, efpecially as Jaffier had been by the court of Delly, which 
is the fupreme tribunal of Indoftan, confitmed in his fubah or 
nabobfhip. This was the opinion of Mr: Amyatt, who feems 
to have been a very fenfible worthy man ; and indeed, when we 
confider his letter upon the fubjeé&t, the whole proceedings of 
the depofition feem to have been a miean fhort-fightéd expe- 
dient for getting a little money. ‘The fele& committee endea- 
voured to vindicate themfelves from the reflections of Mr- 
Amyatt‘and the other gentlemén : but nothing can be more 
weak than this paper, which refts upon Holwell’s unauthenti- 
cated felf-authorized reprefentations, and other vague affertions. 
It never feems to have entered into the heads ofthe nabob- 
makers, that every prince, if he can, will be independent, and 
that the greater Coffein’s abilities were; he was the more dan- 
gerous: 

It does not even appear that matters futceeded fo prof- 
peroufly as they had predicted, The council ordered major 
Carnac to affift the new nabob in collecting his revenues, or, in 
other terms, in getting money for themfelves. The major and 
Coffein foon quarrelled, becaufe the latter wanted to be inde- 
pendent, and the council took Coffein’s part. Soon aftef co- 
lonel Coote fucceeded major Carnac in his command at Patna. 
Vol. XIX. April, 1763. T He 
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He. was particularly inftruéted to fupport Ramnarain, thé 
Indian governor of Patna, who had been remarkably devoted 
to the Englith intereft, and to affift the nabob in colleding his 
revenues ‘Cofiein quarrelled both with Ramnarain and the colos 
nel, for he complained that they had rendered him no better than 
m cypher in ‘his.own government: The.council continuing to 
fide with the.nabob, Shah Zada, who feems to have been now 
recognized as Great Mogul, and whowas. then in. thofe parts, 
with: the'colonel’s encouragement, put in for a part of the na- 
bob's revenve, which having accordingly obtained, he depart- 
ed for Delly.: As to Coffein, he kept up a clofe. corre{pons 
dence with Mr. Vanfittart; but he appears very plainly, to have 
been a poor fominal tool,in the bands of his creators ; his 
complaints were ‘bitter, and he demanded Coote’s difmiffion. 
The truth is, the colonel feems not to have behaved with the 
greateft. moderation;;, tho’ todo him juftice, even. by the 
nabob’s a¢eount he did not.treat that prince much worfe than a 
choleric Weft Indian would do one of his negroes... It is cer- 
tain thats tpon'a very unreafonable furmife, he entered into the 
nabob’s:ericampment, with horfemen and feapoys,.who had 
piftols in their hands); tho’, the colonel declares, that thofe piftols 
were not»cocked. ‘The Shah. Zada himfelf feems to. have been as 
much diffetisfed. with the nabob, as the colonel.,was ;. for, by, a 
letter foom major; Carnac; he offered the devannee, which in- 
_ deedamatinted tothe fubabthip.of Bengal, tothe,company, The 
company rejedted-this offer; not without, fome tart reflections 
upon ithe major’s felf-created importance ; becanfe their accep- 
tance:of; it:would. be a fource of continual jealoufies between 
the nabob.and the company. 

»>Rammarain became now obnoxious to the,council, on account 
of fome'difputes he had with the nabob, who hated him; but 
he was protefted. by major Carnac. It is worthy abletvation, 
that all Ramnarain’s merit, and the great fervices. he had_ per- 
formed tothe Englith, feem ‘to have. been, now forgotten, be- 
caufe he had not paid the vaft fums demanded of him by the 
‘ mabob; who was to pay. it again into the council. As to ma- 
* jor Carnacy he writes with the honefty becoming an Englifhman; 
and both:he and colonel Coote having orders to-repair to Cals 
> cutta, and leave the command of the army to captain Carftairs, 
he fays; that he is happy in being removed from the command 

r of an army, that was to be employed on the purpofes for which 
he found it was intended. We cannot but think, from a minute 
of the third of Auguft, 1761, that Mr, Vanfittart was a little 

‘fore on this head, and indeed not without reafon. Matters 

/ between the major and him came to extremities, as the 


© Sormer frankly declared ‘ that he had rather incur the ue 
© 
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cf difobedience,, than comply with orders, the execution whereof 
would bring difhonour upon’ the nation; and difgrace upon | hint 
felf,' and the’ forces under his commatid?’) © tonisvoeg a: 

” About this time’ the direction of the cétpany @ilgoutiod: bes 
gan to take a diftiigion between the publimandprvate trade 
of the company, and thought itwas for! their imereft; that their 
troops fliduld affit'ttie habob in forcing the zentindars, ot great 
landholders, to pay their contributions, The teafon of this is 
obvious ; but fome’ of the cowneil, ‘Mr. A myate in ‘particulary 
had’ a very indifferent opinicn°of the nabob) sand thot ght it 
was' difhonourable for the’ cothpany’s ‘military fetvants to -be 
under ‘his dire@ion, as it muft be accordinp +6 the inftructions 
given’ to’ Mr. Ellis, ‘who Was appointed’ 'to' be thief ar Patna, 
ahd to fiiperintéhd captain Carftairs, ' The inftruétions, hows. 
ever, feemed to have been approved of): ‘(The wiolent beha- 
viotir of Mté Ellis, ‘in ordering captain Carftairs to arreft fonie¢ 
of the ndbob’s fubjeéts and officers, was, and perhaps with fomé 
reafon, highly refented by Coffein, ‘who reprefented, that his 
interefts and the company’s were united. © Mr: Eiisfeems-not 
to have undérftood fich a fchetne’of polleg:;: butythe reader sof 
this colleétion' thay éafily perceive its meaning; cand: indeed) the 
wahtonnels of tho imprifomments laid but too jaftifiable a!foung+ 
dation for Coffein’s tefentthent. The executive power-was lodged 

‘ity thé’ hands” of the comparly’s fervants, who not only carried 
on trade for thermfelves, ‘bar protected the nativessia:doing: the 
* fame, without’ paying a fhilling | towards theonabob's :reveniie, 
without which it was abfolately impoffible for:hiny to falfb his 
enbageihents ‘with the company. >This. cannot be: betterex- 
plained, that’ by a quotation from the conténts of the papers bes 
fore us. 1 bas dotsn 

é-The pétfon mentionéd inoMn Bilis’s letter to have been 
fént a prifoner to Calcutta, was an officer of the mabob’s—his 
name was ‘Coja Antoon—he had beety accufed:of »purchafiag 
five mautids of falr-petré> to anfwer for: this:ctime; she was 
fent ‘go miles, and after a confinement of three months, was 
delivered over to farther punifhment. Another charge again{t 
this perfon was; that he had given a certificate of fome' goods 
Having ‘been duly paft, which was 4 contempt of the company’s 
duftuck: Diftin@tion between the trade of the company, and the 
concerns of private merchants—every ftruggle made by the 
country people againft the oppreffions ‘and extortions, of the 
private Englifb Gemaftahs trade, was immediately conftrued as an 
attack upon the company’s rights,’ 

Sorte other Very hafty meafures were purfued »by Mr, Bilis. 
Upon a falfe information he fearched the fort of Mongheer. for 


two deferters, than which there could not: be a:greater infalt 
Ta ‘ offered 


4 ~t 
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offered to the nabob’s government; and he even ordered a com 
pany of feapoys to lye before the fort for three. months, till the: 
nabob gave orders for admitting a lieutenant, two feapoys,. 
and:a. ferjeant, who fearched the fort, but could find no de- 
ferters. Thofe, and many other viclences, occafioned Coffein’s 
enemies to have a vaft diftegard for his perfon ; and they more 
thdn once confpired againft his life; but being deteéted,. 
were tried before an affembly of the people, who fentenced 
them to death. Mr. Vanfittart, the prefident, was all this 
while extremely uneafy, but behaved with great. moderation, 
to prevent any rupture between the nabob and the company. 
Mr. Haftings was fent with inftru@ions to Coffein with that 
view ; but a ‘ mction was made by Mr, Amyatt, to ingraft on 
thefe ‘inftruions to Mr. Haftings, a demand to be made on 
the nabob for twenty lacks of rupees*, which he had for- 
‘merly, after his acceflion, offered the governor and the mem- 
bers of the fele& committee, and which they had refufed.— 
The paper or bond, containing the offer of this fum, was re- 
turned to the nabob by the‘prefident, the moment he knew the 
contents of it.—The gentlemen of the fele& committee in- 
tirely approved of the prefident’s refufal of the offer ; but it was 
now moved, that the meney fhould be demandedoof the nabob,. 
«* And in cafe he refufes payment on account of the bond’s be- 
ing returned, that he fhould be made to underfiand, that it 
was returned without proper authority.” 

This was a trying point ; and major Carnac being uncon- 
ftitutionally called to the board on the occafion, the majority 
agreed to make the demand, though Mr. Vanfittart protefted 
again{t it in the flrongeft manner. Mr. Haftings, upon his: 
arrival at Patna, found the nabob highly difgufted with the de- 
mand he made,: but well difpofed towards Mr. Vanfittart and 
the comipany. The reader is to remember, that, at this time, 
the ceconomy which Coffein had imtroduced into his finances, 
had enabled him punétuaily not only to fulfil all his engage- 
ments with the company, but to make them a prefent of 
62500/. without being a fhilling in debt. It appears hikewife, 
that he perfeCtly well underftood the conftitution of the com- 
pany in India, ‘and that he made a proper. diftin@ion between 
the proceedings of the company and thofe of Mr. Ellis. Du- 
ring thefe tranfaions, a full approbation came from. the com- 
pany of the revolution which kad happened in the nabobfhip. 
The difputes between the nabob and Mr. Ellis ftill continued ; 
and at lait, the whole came out to be founded upon the right 
which the fervants of the company claimed, to carry On a pri 
vate trade diftinG from that of the company. 


[ To be concluded in our next. | 
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* A lack of rupees is worth about 12,5004 











(277) 
VI. A Differtation on the Inutility of the. Amputation of Lidbse 
Written in Latin, by M. Bilguer, Surgeon General, to. the Armies 
of the King of Prufflia, .. Augmented with the, Notes of r) of Mr. Tiffot, 


Phyfcian at Lufanne... Now, firf, tranflated into mals 
@ Surgeon, 8v0, Pr, 25,64, Baldwin. ., , : 


M BILGUER publifhed this differtation in aden for: a 
* degree’ in phytic. M. Tiffot thought the. piece fo. var 
luable, that, though much*hurried with bufinels, -yet, finding 
‘no other perfon undertake the tafk,:he himéfelf tranflatedat 
into French, to which he added mapy ufeful notes of his:ownw : 
The author endeavotrs to prove in this.pamphlet, the,ion~ 
tility.of amputations in‘moft of the cafes in-which: itis at. pre« 
fent pra@tifed. ‘The cafes wherein anqunuee has been deemed: 
-neceflary, he reduces to fix : n 

‘ Firft, A mortification, which preads till it «reaches the 
»bone. / 

* Secondly, Any limb fo greatly ‘hurt,: whether! by featuuntet: 
-dilaceration; that there is room to dread the moft one confe- 
quences, 4 mortification and death. 

‘ Thirdly, A violent*contufion of the foft parts which has 
at the fame time fhattered the bones. 

* Fourthly,’ Wounds of the larger veflels, which convey the 
‘blood into the limb, either, as the only means.of- ftopping the’ 
‘hemorrhage,’ or through the Bi See the ticeistenlt pes 
-cifh for want of nourifhment. 

* Fifthly, An incurable caries of ate beaks ‘43 

‘ Sixthly, If any part is either attacked with @' —— or is 
-in danger of ‘being fo, itis caftomary to take it off.’ 

In the firft cafe, when a mortification attacks any wnt from 
whatever caufe, our-author makes deep-and long inciftans on 
the parts mortified)! and thofe adjacent, taking care of the di- 
-retion of the great blood-veffels, nerves, and mufcles.. In the 
mutcles, the incifions fhould follow the direction of the greateft 

number of fibres; but he obferves, that if the gaitrocnemee 
cr deltoid are wounded by a ball, they muft be cut tranfverfe, 
otherwife convulfions, particularly the fpafmus cynicus, will 
probably enfue.—After this, we muft examine carefully, how 
far the a&ual mortified part reaches, which he direéts to be 
feparated from the found by incifion; taking great care, how- 
ever, not to cut the nerves, larger blood-veffels, or any found 
piece of flefh. If the mortified parts have reached to the bone, 
he gives the form of aliniment to. be applied: dried lint is to 
‘be laid above, and a powder of myrrh, fal ammon. camph. 


and nitre, fprinkled on; different layers of lint and powder 
T 3 muft 
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mutt be laid'on till. the wound is filled up, The parts about 
ate to be fearified, and fprinkled with the powder; all the 
fores to be embrocated with oil of turpentine, a light bandage 
applied, and the, wholekept mojftened night atid day’ with 
warm fomentations; of which he gives a variety of formis, 
generally compounded according to the German manner. Thefe 
fomentations thus, diligently applied,, will, he fays, ‘in'twelve 
hours, greatly ialter, the;candition of gangrened wounds for the 
better+-The fame) dreflings are to be renewed every twelve 
hours :-the third or fourth-drefling, the wound will difcharge 
favourably, andit will only be neceffary to_give the ‘bark in- 
ternaliy.- After, this, he dreffes the wound with digeftive oint. 
ment, He takes notice of the bark’s having proved’ of ‘great 
fervice to him, in {topping and curing mortifications. . 
When a mortification arifes from an internal morbid caufe, 
amputation can be.of no benefit, except the internal caule, -as 
dropfy, .&c. be .firft removed. When a mortification arifes i in 
a healthy capflitution, from an external cauf, if it is fpread- 
ang, theres fuch.a fever and inflammation accompanying, that 
if amputation was to be performed in fuch a ftate, life would be 


Sime thes utmoft hazard..., Again, we mutt not amputate on the 


found parts near the mortified, as the infe€tion has ‘often 
reached much higher than could well be imagined. If the 'rot- 
tennefs-pf-the-bong-demonftrate that the limb cannot be faved, 
amputation muft be performed, if the patient has ftrength, 
becaufe there is ‘no other remedy. 

When ‘there is a large contwfion of the limbs,. and the bones 
are extremely brvifed end thattered, M. Bilguer advifes prac~ 
titioners ndt to amputate, byt to lay open the parts, extrac 
extrantoys bodies and fplinters;..which come. away without 
violence; but fays, that by proper drefiings, .giving. the bark, 
proper diet, &-. he -has cured more than could. have . been 
hoped-for from amputation—JIt is never neceffary, he fays, ta 
perform amputation for an hemorrhage; for wherever the ar- 
tery isfituated, by incifions it may be reached, and the bleed, 
ing topped by aftringents, Sc. Agaric and {pirit of turpen- 
tine ‘have often. fucceeded in {topping hemorrhages ; and there 
isclittle danger to be apprehended as to the wafting of the 
iimbs, becaufe the anaitomifing branches will dilate, and fur- 
pifh, in a little time, a fuficient fupply of blood, as we fee 
happens, ia aneurifms. Quer aythor then enumerates feveral 
particular cafes, of great contufions, fractures penetrating into 


the joints, entire pieces of the bones taken away, which. were 


fuccefsfully cured by his treatment, 
- When the bone is attacked with a caries, if recent, we fhould 


aot think of amputation. The bone muft be laid bare, and 


treated 
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treated by proper perforations,, and the application of frankin- 
cenfe, mati, aly balfam of Peru, & Pe caries is very’ 
extenfive, and accompanied with a bad habit of body, the caries. 
depending on this, amputation would be'of tio fervite's’ but if 
we can remove the morbid fate of the body, we! need! nat dev’ 
fpair of a cure of the caries by trepanningy'Ber!’ bos 
In the cure of cancers, if the complaint is ‘recent; the cons 
ftitution good, and if neithet internal not” external ‘remedies. 
have proved ferviceable, he advifes’ extirpation) * But; pene» 
rally, the difeafe has gained too much footing’ whem the opes 
ration is performed, ane. thus it rather haftens! the’ patient’s 
death.. From the conclufion of this fetion, our author feems 
to be unacquainted with Dr. Storck’s publicationy: vo ove 
Fp conclude: This pamphlet not only contains argaments 
againft amputations of limbs, but alfo the ‘author's own fuccefse 
ful treatment, of many cafes where others would Nave employed 
this operation ; and under one or other of théfe heads will be 
found the treatment of the far ‘preater number of ‘cafes which 
wil}. fall under a furgeon’s hand after 4 battle 3 fo that it can» 
not fail of proving very ufeful ‘ih this refpees’ 'MioTiffot, ‘the 
French, tranflator, has added ‘many uleful fiotes, explaining or 
illuftrating the text. OF 28 'NOH at 
The, Englith tranflation is, upon the whole, ‘verylame and 
inaccurate... Ke NEE erg ft 
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VII. x Anfwer 10 a Letter t0 the Reverend Defer, Thomas Le- 
land: Containing, An Examination of the Critici/m. ona late 
Differtation on the Principles,of Eloquence. ,.In, which is, particularly 
foewn, that the Lord Bifkapiof Gloucefter’s Idea. of the. Cha- 
ratter® of an Infpired Language, as delivered in, his, Doétrine of 
Gracey ts acknowledged to be indefenfible bythe Jearned Vindie 
cator. By Thomas Leland, D: D. 4t0. Pr. .23. Qd., Johnafton, 


HIS controverfy gives us a lively idea Of a preferment- 
hunting toad eater. A great prelate, who has many lite- 
rary qualifications; but, in that part of knowledge ‘which ‘re- 
gards genius, is not perhaps the beft critic in England, hap- 
pens to go out of his depth, and while he is finking; his” toad- 
eater tells him that he is treading good growtids but, at the 
fame time, offers him the ute of a cork jacket°to: keep him 
above water, Peeper Peete oe LLL 
We have already (See Vol. XVIII. P. 328.'} declared: our 
opinion, that Dr. Leland, in the difpute between him ‘and the 
officious letter-writer who pitied himfelf as the champion for 
the Right. Reverend Prelate, gi greatly-the advantage in this 
4 ’ Cons 
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controverfy : nor can we more fully vindicate the abfervations 
we made on the fubject of Sublimity, which forms the capital 
art'cle of difpute in this queftion, than by tranfcribing the fol- 
Johing paffage fromthe work before us, 
_ © The bithop atks, What is Sublimity but the application of 
fuch images, as arbitrary or cafual connexions, rather than 

heic own native grandeur, have dignified and ennobled ?” 

ou fay, * I anfwer this queftion by afking another, Whether 
Sublimity doth meceffarily confit in the application of images ? 
Jn juftice to myfelf, I am obliged toremind you, that this is not 
my anfwer, I have faid indeed that fuch a queftion might be 
afeed. But inftead of refting the argument on a matter not un- 
worthy of notice, but not of the utmoft moment, I proceed to 
what I exprefsly declare is of moré e/pecial moment to’ the point 
jn debate; and that is, to thew, by many arguments and illu- 
ftrations, ‘that thofe images or vivid ideas, or whatever you are 
pleafed to. call them, which critics denominate /ublime, do not 
owe their grandeur, that is, their power of elevating, affecting, 
and tranfporting, to fancy, caprice, cafual connedions, tc, 
but have their feveral degrees of dignity and grandeur, natu- 
rally, neceffarily, and univerfally. — Againtt the force of what I 
offer upon this head, your argument is this: 

«<’'T maintain that thefe bright and vivid ideas are rendered 
interefing to the reader or hearer from the influence of Affocia- 
“tion, rather-than of their own native dignity and grandeur: of 
which I could give fo many inftances, that for this reafon, I 
will only givé your ow; which ‘you tay’fo much ftrels upon,. of 
the famous oath by the fouls of ‘thofe awho fought at Marathon and 
Plat#a ?*whére the peculiar ideas’ of imtere?, glory, and vene- 
‘vation, affociated to the image’ or idea of the battles of Marathon 
and ‘Plated, pave afublime and energy to this oath:of De- 


“mofthenes, “Sy the fouls of thofe that fought there, in the concep- 


tions of his countrymen, which’ no other people could« have 
felt from it, and of which-you, Sir, with all your admiration 
of it, haye certainly a very faint conception at this time.’ 

* It will appear to any one who takes the trouble of examin- 
ing, that, far from /aying any frrefs upon this inflance, I have 
but mentioned it cafually, and made no ufe or application of it 
at all to the proof or illuftration of the point now before us. 
However, as you have certainly chofen it very properly and 
pertinently, I thall not refufe to join iffue with you, upon this 
very inftance; 

‘ Demofthenes. is enforcing the gallant and glorious condu& 
of his countrymen, in oppofing a bold invader of their liberty. 
** Shall your unfuccefsful valour be condemned ?” exclaims the 


orator, ‘No! by the fouls of thofe our brave countrymen 
a ss who 
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who fought at Marathon and \Platead you have aed nobly.” 
This you fay bad a -fublime. and énergy in the conceptidns,of his 
countrymen: ’ And this fublimity, you refolve, Anton the bright 
and vivid ideas which are excited:. What them were thefe.ideas ! 
National iztere/?,' you fay; and glory.and veneratidn of their an- 
ceftors.. And your: pofition is, that thefe ideas did.not.owe. 
their influence to a'mative grandeur; that they:had no» xateral 
power of tranfporfing and affetting; .but thatthe emotions 
which they excited were merely accidental,—Indeed ! Examine 
your own heart, and revolve! what! you have feen,-or, heard, yor 
read. Have thefe fpecies of a@ion: which are calledigreat.and 
glorious in every language, no watura/ influence. upon.our minds ? 
Ts that’ capture of love and admiration which they excite, to be 
refolved into caprice and accident >: The very.difpute in which:we 
are now engaged, is a direct proof that: the intereft which.we 
take in the fortune of nations, the tran{port which we. feel 
from inftances of magnanhimity and patriot: virtue, is natural 
and univerfal, Bite why have we ranfacked all. the: records of 
antiquity ?-- How could we -have ever thought or heard of the 
battles of Marathon or Platea? Or how could)-we be now ena 
gaged in a difpute’on an allafion to thefe battles 

‘But you fay, that thei violent effe& which this paflage,in 
Demofthenes had upon his hearers arofe ** from. the peculiar 
ideas of glory, veneration, Sc.'.being accidentally aflociated with 
the idea of ‘the battles of Marathon and Platea.”—-1 thall.not 
enquire whether there was any natural connettion, between she 
idea of the glorious aétions of their countrymen and that of ne 
vidories obtained by thofe actions; I will fuppofe there . wa 
not ; and { will fuppofe, that by the. izas_of -veneration, be. 
you mean the impreffion or emotion raifed: by: the. obje@s of 
veneration, fc. - And is- not. this impreffion #aturally violent’ 
and tranfporting, becaufe the obje&.is prefented to the\mind 
by an affociation of ideas, or any accidental caufe?; A mamis 
reminded by fome cafual circumftance.of the death of his: be< 
loved friend; and burfts, into a:violent paffion. .of grief.. But 
does it follow from hence, that his. agitation.is,cafaal or anna. 
tural ?—That I may ‘adhere to the inftance-before;us,. I readily 
agree, that the image or sdea of the battle, of, Marathon was 
ftrily conneéted ‘in the mind of.an Athenian with. shoe of the 
heroic valour of his anceitors ‘and the glory. of his. .countny. 
But this, far from being the cou of that rapture. which thefe 
latter ideas raifed in his mind, was really the ef2@.,,of. if...For 
he muft have frequently refleted with raptureion the: great 
deeds performed at that particular place, before eee aicon- 
nection had been formed at all. 
_ ¢ And furely you cannot mean, that the paffage in debate 

6 amounts 
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amounts fo no more than.an incidental mention of the battles 
of Marathowand Platea;: which by an affociation of ideas re- 
minded: thechearers of the glorious deeds of former times. The — 
véry \paffage:it&lf is an inconteftible evidence againft fuch a 
fappofition.: Jt:is.a lively-exprefiion of that rapture which the 
Speaker bimpalf felt from thofe ideas of national glory, tc. which 
he raifed’in others... He sim/elf appeared to be violently tranf- 
ported, andhence. principally the violent effe& upon his 
hearetss' is yy 

.* Ov if'your meaning be, that the image or idea. of a parti- 
cular battle fought at a particular.place, hath, no, native dig- 
nity, but affe&ts-only by affociation ; it is obvious to obferve, 
that the idea:raifed by. Demofthenes in the minds of his hearers 
was not barely the. idea of a particular battle fought at a par- 
ticular place. He {wears not by the dazsle of Marathon, but by 
the fouls of thofe wwe fought at Marathon. The idea thus railed 
was, that of a glorious victory, obtained in a glorious caufe by 
the heroic valour of his countrymen, And the real queftion is 
nothing more than this,, Whether fuch an idea -be naturally 
grand and:elevating; erno? 

‘¢ But no other people,” you. fay, ‘s except the Athenians, 
could have felt the energy of this paflage in Demofhenes.”— 
A people ftrangers to the hiftory of Asbens could indeed feel no 
effe& from it. A people not immediately interefted in the 
fortune of Athens, though no ftrangets to the exploits of her 
Citizens, could not be fo violently affected by it. —Suppofe an 
Engh/b poet were to introduce an animated invocation.of the 
Spirit of Woire. “It raifes a thoufand vivid and tranfporting 
ideas in his countrymen. A Prufian, who knows the hiftory 
of the late war in America, feels fome part of this tranfport, 
though by no means fo violently. A Frenchman is affedted by 
the paflage in a quite different manner. A apons/e, who we 
will fuppofe is only acquainted with the words, receives it with 
abfolute infenfibility. Does it’ follow, that this invocation is 
not really animated ;~ that it owes its power of affeéting to ca- 
price or accident ; that it amounts to no more than ap: inci- 
dental mention of the battle of Quebge ; or that it has no real 
grandeur, becaufe the image or idea of this battle js not na- 
turally and univerfally grand and tranfporting ?. (which by the 
way is not trie of the idea of any battle,) Or that the im- 
preflion made by the ideas of national glory, patriot virtue, and 
an heroic contempt of danger, is merely Jocal and accidental ? 
Is not the emotion of grief natutal, becaufe Thomas is a ftranger 
to the. misfortunes of William, or William not fo deeply af- 
fected with thofe of Rodert ashe himfelf ?” 

As thé diftance between Dr, Leland and the London prefs 
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makes it Unlikely (if not impoffible) for him ‘to have feen: our, 
Review of the Letter he anfwérs, at'the time-of bis writing, thig:, . 
publication, we are proud of the coincideney of his fentiments smith,, 
our.own., We cannot, however, help thinking 1 9A So 
too modeft an ufe of his vitory.-Senfations arifing merely, i 
local circumftances, are not chataéteriftical of & ‘generous, mi 

which feels the battle of Marathon‘in every ee 
liberties of mankind; and an Englitimaniis:affefted: by a Der, 
mofthenes fpeaking of his countrymen’s victory at Marathong; 
with almoft the fame fenfation a8 he woulda Raleigh defcribing 
the defeat of a Spanith ‘armafig. French critics; it is:teue, baxe, 
found out a wonderful propriety in local fubjects: for the’ Epic,, 
and of late for the Drama ;' but the effet of ithe: fublime i 
independent of all confiderations, | éxcept that immplichy w 

the God ‘of nature ‘gives to happy genius,’ » 

The doétor in this affwerhas eftablifhed an nnanfwerable 
faperiority over his antagonift, who, if he has any: feeling, 
moult be more fenfibly affe&ed by the rational, yet temperates 
manner in which this anfwer if penned, than if Dr. cbeland:bad 
launched out in all the {welling fupercilioufinets vineined digs 


nity aflumes over modeft learning, 


id 
ie 
° rr me > 4 URE fecouTale: ’ 


vil T he Morality of the New, Tefament, digehed under various Head, | 
comprehending the Duties awhich we owe to Ged, to ourfelves, asd 
to our Fellow-creatures, With an Inttoduion addreffed to Diifii; 
jn-aubich the Charaéter of Jefus Chrift is vindicated againft ths 

Aperfions of modern Unbelievers; and alfo an Att tempt is made to 

‘ prove; ‘that the Religion taught by Jelas Chrift was the pure Re 

-- figion' of Nature and of Reason, The whole, 60 lading with Op- 
fervations en alate Treatife, intituled, The. odfrine a Grate, 
‘qritten by Dr. Warburton, Bifoep of of of Gloucefter, fresher vie 
Enquiry, how far the Belief of any DoGrine may be nec Fis 
Salvation § aed fom Obfrvedees the Log uments 0 Mr. he 

and Drv Lelandy By @ Rational Chee 4 re 10s Bile 
Johnfton, 


A Friend of the author, or the author himfelf, who has 
written a preface to this moft excellent tract, as he is plealéd | 
to ftile it; informs us that. ‘ the defign of it, is, to geen 
diftinguith between pure and fimple Chriftianity, or 

morality, as it was taught by its great author; and the na 
ed, fophifticated, clerical Chriftianity, which ath nen nite 
Chriftendom, and which hath elbowed and. joftled the Ch 


nity of Jefus Chrift almoft out of the world,’  Qur ita - 
~~ tells 
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tellus,” hath endeavouted to thew, that the true fterling coi 

of ppt by es) beén addlterated by artful men, and that. 

tHeir’Ba/ehath Bech palmed updn the world, and paffed with 
theVulvat fol pure gold; ‘that fuperftition and foolith rites and 
céferonies have been fubftituted in the room of pure morality,» 
trie virtue, ‘and genuine religion, Ay " 

"“'The author has laboured, he fays, to purge Chriftianity from 
its bafé mixture, to réfine ‘the mafs, to feparate.the. pure gold 
from the drofs with which it is alloyed, to thew it.in its native 
excelléncy and luftre, and ‘to demonftrate, how worthy it is of 
our regard and admiration; wheg cleanfed from the dregs with; 
which it is crufted round, and under which it has-been, leng 
buried. *PureChriftianityis‘a beauty which hath been dreffed up 
in thé’ filthy raps of human invention, fo that none of her native 
charms could be feen unlefs ‘by the penetrating and curious eye. 
She‘has been fo mafked’and difguifed by thofe who have pre- 
teiided to recommend Her to the world, that fhe bas rather,ap- 
peared a whore of Babylon than a daughter of the fkies ; our 
author has ftripped her of ’the tidiculous tinfel trappings with. 
which fhe ‘has been covered,. and made her appear /mplex mun- 
aitiis,—the chara&ter of a true beauty, ‘capable by her, genuine 
fimple charms, of attracting the admiration of all men of true 
tafte and genius. Peace on earth, good-will to men, the love of 
God and of our neighbour, univerfal charity and benevolence, and the 
| doing to others as ave sould they foould do.unto, us,.is the fumes 
mary of the religion of Jéfus,. How fhort and full her apo- 
thegms! how fweet and enchanting the voice of pure and ge- 
nuine Chriftianity | Good God! what, have we got in its ftead 4 
..» If Jefus Chrift was to,return into, the world, and to fearch 
the records of priefts for his religion, he could, not know it 
again,’ | ' 

= Chiiitianity, we confefs, like its divine author, has been. dref- 
fed up, by bigots and enthufiafts, ina sidiculous attire, and 
under that difguife expofed to derifion; but this writer, wher 
he attempts to ftrip off her mafk, and difplay her genuine 
graces, robs her of her diftinguifhed charaGteriltics, tearsaway 
the lineaments of her divinity, and leaves afkeleton in the room 
of that heavenly beauty, which, he pretends to exhibit in her 
original form. | , 

For, according to his reprefentation, .¢ Jefus Chrift is only a 
wife and virtuous, man., It was not, he, thinks,. neceflary for 
him to produce a commiffion immediately from God to, claim 
the regard and attention of mankind, feeing that what he taught 
thém was plain and clear, and had a natural tendency to pro- 
mote their happine(s,’ , 
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His religion is a mere fyftem of morals. ‘ The moral doc- 
trines and precepts of Chrift and his Apoitles, appear to 


me to be a fair and perfect tranfcri t of natural religi | 
therefore I ftile ile and the/e oaljy the “religi sy iio 
Chtiftianity.*”.. . The moral parts « of “the le nent ke 
thofé only which can'concern ‘mankind... . « an and, 

feience dictate and difcover to us the relations we. in e 
God, and to our féflow-creatures ; and realon , oints out the 
duties which flow from thefe relations. ore ese 

other relations or any other duties, T co mu 
with'them :°I'think there ean be ‘Do 0 Sib bs nd J rd 


that the/2 are’ ‘clearly difcoverable by the ight “+ i u acon 2: 
and that a /apérnatural revelation is a mantten otha alae oe 






The firft converts, or difciples, called themfelv riltians, ag a, 
ay of their gratitude to Chrift, the funder oO this, accordy 
to them, mew religion ; agreeable to a common practice 
swig the difciples of philofophers in thofe days, oP calling 
themfelves after the names of their mafters. Nor do I find any 
other reafon for denominating the religion taught by Chr 
the Chriftian religion. However his fyftem, I mean all of ir 
that may fairly be called his own, appears to me to be no other 
than the teligion of nature and reafon republithéd ; i that reli- 
gion which God ‘had originally implanted in the minds. of his 
intelligent’ creatures, and which the wife men in all ages cons . 
ftantly praétifed? 

Our author pays no attention to the prophecies, which fore. 
told our Saviour’s appearance, the miracles dnd predidions 
which evinced his divine Jegation, the exalted charaéter which 
he fuftained, and will always fuftain in the Chriftian dient =). 
tion ; the “inftitution which was defigned’to keep up the re- 
membtance of an important faét; the evangelical eoveries ofa 
future world ; and other points of this nature, The e things, we 
prefume, he includes among the articles of fuperftition, enthu- 
fiafm, bigotry, and prieft-craft, againft which he inceffantly 
declaiins. 

‘'"The réfigion of nature, he fays, can admit of no improves. | 
mént, no other can be fo perfe& and complete i in ‘all its. Patsy, » 
or fo well adapted to promote the Happinefs of Mankind; its, 
maxims mult be allowed by all, if they spree a moment, 
and confider who was their author. What can be more cere 
than the law of God ?' who, befides the Maker of the « Rous | 
can be fo capable of framing laws fit to govern it? 
fo well know the wants and neceffities of mankind” as. ‘God, . 
whofe omnicient eye penetrates all nature? How ea ¥, mutt i it 
have been for that infinitely wife Being, who made a Lt thin Sy 
to make laws which would always. antes the 'purpofes of bis 

. govern- 
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appa It is indeed a degree of blafphemy, to fay, that 
could not do this, or that his laws fhould ever ftand in need 
of alteration. or amendment,’ ; 

We; readily. allow: the excellency of the lows of God;. but 
whew they, are only written, as our author fays, ‘in the hearts 
of iatelligent creaturés,’ how liable. are they. tobe obliterated or 
mifconftrned:| .The law of nature is only what,men are capable 
of. difcerning. by: their natural faculties, and cam. be, ho..more 
perfed. than tao Hueasn reafon,. It cannot pofiibly comprehend all 
sthat-is included. in the nature, of things.,, There.are many ,ar- 
ticles of great importance to mankind, which Vitiated: reafon could 
have never determined with any precifion ; and therefore.an ex: 
gy. revelation.from God became expedient. | ait 

The circumftances of mankind under this difpen tution, oat 
be very different from, what they were,in.the beginning, and 
from thefe. different circumftances .different, dutiés. neceflarily 
refult.. Above all, the divine authority, of the, meflenger,..who 
is employed in the redemption, of mankind, and, produces. his 
credesitials for that purpofe, muft.be confidered and acknow- 
Jedged.. 

Mr. Locke, in, his Treatife o on. the Hoatosiatlensinot Chrittia- 
nity, lias infifted upon the necefiity of believing that, Jefus was 
the Mefliah,,. who-had been promifed, by, God, to the warld,,: 

Oar anthor diflikes this notion,.and exclaims, ‘ how;wretched 
then are thofe who have heard the, preaching of the, Golpel, 
aod..yet, jafter the beft .ufe of their.faculties, ,injan, honeft and 
impartial enquiry,, cannot, believe’, what, the New :Teftament 

-afferts concerning the Meffiah! ¢ According to the whole tenor 
at. Mrx Locke’s difourfe, their fincerity, their, good. works, will 
avail them hothing 5 3 and the beft they are to.expect from their 
merciful Father, is eterrial death.’ 

When, fefus Chrift came to convert mankind from their er- 
rors and vices, and evidently proved that he was the authorifed 
legiflator of heaven, the belief of that point was, certainly a 
duty, and the difbelief of it a vice ; as the one was the refult of 
a laudable difpofition, the ground of their converfion and ad- 
herence to, his, laws; the other, an indication of wilful, negli- 
gence,. vitious prejudices, and a contempt of religion. . Qur.au- 
thor therefore ;mifreprefents Mr, Locke, and talks abfurdly, 
when: he; pretends, that he puts theic fincerity. in oppofition to 
their faith. 

But juft reprefentations of men and things, ate not the. dif- 
tinguithing charateriftics of this performance. Dr, Sykes, in 
his Effay‘on. the truth of the Chriftian religion, withed, ‘* that 
Chriftians would, not.vend, under the name of evangelical truth, 
the abfurd and :contradiGory fchemes of ignorant and wicked 
Me” ; 
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men; that they would part with that load of robtif’ Which 
makes thinking men almoft fink under the: weight, iaoon. 
great a handle for infidelity.” Our aathor™ & ear mie. 
fervatiott as ‘@ proof that the Doétor was of & 

pofing that’ what'is called the ‘religion of whe ayn sera’ eer 
his moral do@rines and precepts, is entirely’ afetefe)® and tere 
robbith ; but we dre amazed at this im pridetit in finwationt} for 
that’ worthy and judicious divine had tio fach t thio’ ~— 
it the “bufinefs of his life to examine ‘and di 

fénfe'and “meaning of all the facred writers’ on tho pot 
Boerine” which our author promifcuoutly rejeets.’ 

<IPhe exploded ‘the common notion of ‘predeRtination; "prop 
tiation, &c. he did not explode thofe parts of’ fctipture: whith 
the'authors of thofe do&rines had miftaken, but He endeavoured 
6 ‘explain them if a rational and confiftent manner,’ Our ave 
‘thor, ‘on’ thé contrary, “'reje&s every thing 'which® (10 biF ap- 
prebenfion’) is myfterious, unintelligible, or abfurd; a ‘interpole 
tion, corruption, impofition, and‘ forgery; and’ compries the 
whole fyfterh of ‘Chriftianity under the motal do@rines of tte 
New Teftament—becaufe he underftands no other. Sadat 
“© Tf priefts, "he fays,” wete to ‘affert only the moral dofivines 


‘of the New Téftament ; and if they would ‘piveap thofe chings 


which reafon cannot approve; "betaulé they caritiot ‘be compré- 
“hended by it, they would them meet wih very fitete: trouble or 
Ofipofition from-any qourter.’ ' 190 Sv ra 

+ Pcontetid only for the moral parts BF-hé New Teftaniene, 
‘fior fhall' I éndeavour to account ‘for thé’ introdi@ton’ of thofe 
othérparts ‘which are’ blended with them?'../ Piteave thelat. 
ter ‘to thofe, whe, without underitanding them, fil thake 
thent'a ‘part'of their religion, ‘and’? heartily feconinend fuch 
perfons to the care of their fpiritual pifidés;) OOM) | 

< If any confiderable degree of leatning’ had feeined to me 
neceflary to this end, 1 fhould ‘never ‘have ‘tindertaken ‘it : “bat 

ure morality will always be on the level ‘with common fenfe. 

he unlearned’are as’ much concerned in it'as the leafied.'' It 
§s the fame in all languages, in all places; and at all*times? the 
praftice of it is required wniverfally without: diftin&ion ? atid 
therefore all paraphrafes, all commentaries, ‘all explanations of 
the fcripture would be fuperflaous anid unneceary, ifthe moral 
parts only were regarded. | Indeed it appears te’me that'a ‘rile 
given for univerfal ufe, by a Being of infinite widows) ‘¢an ‘never 
want explanation.’ istnstsigss joy tue 

Our author, confiftently with this opinion) -méald tieeatsin- 
tained that Chriftianity ought to have been’ delivered n'a lan- 
guage confifting of words and phitafes;> whith aif €apicities, in 
all nations and all ages, might have unideritood fivafiably, with- 
out any kind of inftruction, The 
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The author proceeds; * The law of nature is univerfally ¢ uini« 
derftood, fo far as to conftitute a.rule. ‘* perfe& in.it’s direc+ 
tion for the conduét of human life,” and ae em le univerfal 
and eternal obligation, : 

* Ivam in‘a particular manner willing. to convince you 
Deifts;*, how very improper and abfurd it.is for. you .to ridi- 
cule. std depreciate the character of Him, who Joft-his. life ia 
the caufe of virtue and tre religion. The religion of Chiift, 
unadulterated, is pure morality; now the..prattice of, morality 
has a direé& tendency to promote the happinefs. of focietys. by 
making better fathers, better hufbands, better.wives, better 
children, better fervants, better fubjeéts, better,-mafters 5. ia 
fhort, a ftri& attachment to at will exalt human. natuse to that 
glorious ‘height, which God the maker of the world, intended 
it fhould attain. You cannot, upon your. own principles, be 
enemies to morality. You believe there was. fuch.a, perfon.as 
Jefus.Chrift, and that he taught morality to mankind; may, 
fome of you have gone fo far as to fay, that you believed him 
to have been a Deift. How inconfiftent then: is it, for you to 
endeavour to depreciate his charaéter!’ . 

Upon our author’s principles, it would indeed be very unrea- 
fonable in the Deifts to endeavour to depreciate the character 
of Chrift; for what chara@er can they poflibly leave him below 
that of a wife and virtuous moralift ! 

The author has divided his work into four heals The firft 
contains the duties which we owe to Gods the. fecond, theduties 
which we owe to ourfelves; the third, the duties which we owe 
to our fellow-creatures ; and the fourth, fundty general articles, 
Vi%. happinefs, good works, repentancey, religion, &¢, Each 
book is fub-divided into chapters, to which he has, prefized fome 
paffages from the New Teftament, applicable to his fubje&. . 

His intention, he fays, ‘ is to reconcile,all contending parties, 
by proving the morality of the New Teftament. to be a tran- 
fcript of the law of nature ; and by demonftrating it.to be 2 
fyftem of morals worthy of having God for. its author, worthy. of 
having Chrift for its republifher, and worthy of the regard of 
every rational being.’ 

Ja this part of his work the reader will find feveral obferva- 
tions worthy of his attention. 

In his chapter on equity he fpeaks with proper indignation 
(which indeed. we expeét in writers of, his principles) againft 
perfecution, on account of miftaken opinions in matters of 
religion. 





* The introdudtion from which this paragraph. is taken, is 


an addre{s to the Deifts.. - 
* Would 
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¢ Would to God, fays he, that all thofe ia. power; both | ia; 
church and ftate, wouldever remember, that God has. referved. 
to himfelf the knowledge and judgment of the human hearts: 
and that he cannot be pleafed with having his authority vfusped.: 
One would: think that the judges of the earth thould tremble, 
when they pronounce fentence on their brethren, im,things of 
which Ged alone’can judge. How irrationaland oachri 
it, for the rulers of eur church to influence and add-weight to 
the arm of civil] power in theinvafion of the rights of confcitnce.p 
inftead of following the example of Chrift and his apoftles! How 
abfurd, that they fhould copy from the inquifttion, and fubfti. 
ture corporal punifhments in the room of reafon and jafirm@ion ! 
‘This‘is not aéting like rational beings, but like beafls, whos 
having novargaments to fupport their caufe, regurto fofdes:.: 

‘. Confcience is a fleady friend to truth, or at leaft to whdnap 
pearsto be trae. No bodily puniffiments cam alter, -or lefiea 
this attachavent.- Reafon may convince amanof hiserror, but 
the punifhment of his body hath no fuch tendency. 

* Perfecution is the bane of truth and fincerity,., Joaerets io- 
forms or convinces the judgment, but'will always tead'ro.¢ftas 
blith hypocrify, ignorance, and fupeFMition 5 and. therefore: is 
abftird,uncharitable, and diabolical *. 

¢ After all, if the moft excellent ay > nature, aul 
Chrift, -Matth, vii. 12. which is the fubje& of zhts articles: will 
not prevent peffecution, furely nothing can. 

‘ Fell me, you who perfecute and iil treat fugh as differ from 
you in religious opinions ; tel! me, whether this rule be. pee 
in your hearts? and farther, tell me, whether that ean: | 
good r which tolerates perfecution ?—Surely thes came 
not be a mark of a bad oné. 

‘ If you appfébend a man’s opinion to he erroneous, you are 
taught by your great mafter to reftore him in the fpiritof meek- 
nefs ; by reafom and argument, and not by ponifhment.; she 
one may cure, the other confirm his errors. 

‘ The trientls of virtue and true religion can never be che 
friends of perfecution : it always injures and weakens the caufe of 
virtue, and eftablithes hypocrify and fuperftition on the ruins of 
sats religion. 

‘ Reafon. obliges us to bialition to the laws of yirtue.: now 
the laws of virtue are conformable to the divine will. Nature 


- 





* <The good bifhop of Cambray obferves, that liberty of 
thinking isan impregnable forrrefs which cannot be overcome’; 
-and that force may make byperiiey but can never make pro- 
felytes.’:: : 

Vol. XIX, April 1765, wv ang 
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and géafon; as:well as chriftianity, teach us, that it isthe inf 
mutable will of God that his creatures fhould be happy.; Where 
then ¢an an exeufe’ for perfecution be found? Not in teafon, 
not iam nature; inet .in chriftianity, or at leaft in that which I 
conceive to be-chriftianity. It is dire&ly eppofite! to the: will 
of God,: and therefore is diabolical ; reetiye, as ue Werber~ 
ton: fays;; the mark of \the beaft.’ 
‘\s (The conclofion contains fome abfervations on that ‘bie viicr 
») alls the vy Aerious partsof the New Teltament, in thecoarfeotwhich 
he endeavours to fhew, that they are the adultetations of frailty 
and fraud; that many human errors have been blended with di- 
~vitre truths; that pure morality; or the retigion of nature; Wanted 
| no infpiration but fuch as Job fays, ch. xxxii, 8. every rational 
man is politffed of ; and that the New Teftament, take it al- 
together, as it appears in our language, can hardly. with pro- 
priety, be ftiled the. word of God. He produces fome tinftanees 
in. confirmation of this opinion, whith are flale and.trite dbjec- 
tions; and, only ferve to.convince the intelligent reader, that the 
. eavils of deiftical writers generally arife from miftakes.and-that 
the myfteries, againft. which they exclaim, are. either amtiquicted 
notions, or the #leGons of sheir own underftandings:|; »\ .- 

Our author, however, applauds himfelf.omthe merit, of his 
performance and the integrity of his defign. * }-haveiendea- 
..voured, fays he, for the honourjof Chriftianity,/ to, divett itiof 

the mafk with which;bigotry and. enthufiafm have difpuifedir, 
_andeto defend it on principles of reafon,. its beft.and furef& de- 
fence, 

‘ L have Jaboured to prove, and: I-hope have prosed; thet the 
religion taught, by Obrift * and his apoftles was. the! religion of 
nature ;. and that it is confonant to-reafon and to. our matt ap- 
proved conception of the divine nature, 

+ J reverence the character of Chrift.and endenvons to prac 
tife his. precepts, becaufe my confeience tells me that they are 
reafonable, natural, and produ@tive of human felicity, and for this 
reafon I denominate myfelf.a rational -Chriftian,” 

In an appendix the author endeavours to prove, that the dec 
trine of a future ftate of retribution is not- peculiar. to: Chriftia- 
nity, but a.part of the primitive religion, revealed .by-God him 
felf to mankind. He deduces his arguments frony our-nathral 
notions of God and his attributes, the natural. feelings and de- 
fires of mankind, and that knowledge of it which. the fages of 
antiquity had, long before the appearance of Chrift in the world. 





—_s 
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* By the religion of Chbrift be defires the reader would under- 
ftand that he always means, his aora/ doctrines and precepts. 
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We readily grant that the prefamption ofa futuresftatewas 
_ very great and general'among mankind before the appearance of 
Chrift; but farely the conjeQares‘of philofoptrerss and the'fics 
tions: of poets,’'are not ito be compared: withthe dileoveries lof 
| theGofpels im which Jefas Chritt, whofe GiMinedhatatterteaves 
us nd\r00m to  queftion his knowledge and werticitys teaches utid 
illuftrates this*important article and ‘démenfirated the truth of 
his-affertioas by his: own refurreftion from tite!déade? which all 
together feems' to be the higheft siege tual ihgittisle oy 
that perce igen piety A peqette.)! pit 
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1X. The Pbibel Balance. Tn whieh the peu and Conds of. 
_ the two Parties are weighed. ve. Pr. bt “Beckers. 


H Evauthor ‘of this mafterly yetfot dite aii dthe the two 
‘parties he treats of, with refpect'to theit® principhi ¢f'go~ 
Wwernthent, ro their fyfem of foreign policy, aid to ‘their domeffic ad 
trinifration.” He begins his comparifon from ‘the’ 'time at‘ whict 
the two partiescaffumed their prefent form} ‘atid whieh : Oni pre- 
hends thecrrdnf@ions ‘of the fimmet Of 9763 ane the follow. 
ing winter.° Hecobferves, that’ bis prefent stinjetty! at th ‘time 
of “hid “aecdfiion, found neither’ danger hor difficulty from “the 
feceffiott of the ‘heads of the former mitiiftry, roéted as they Were 
id the:péffefion of! power foralmoft alfa Géntuity, 7-9 25 
But, proceeds: thi 2 author, © It is certaifi that avery aintréne 
fcene prefented itfelf at the time this pamphlet begins it$ Te- 
view,’ The frequent tranfitions® of the miniftefiar ‘power had 
the neceffary dunfequénce of weakening’ the ftrength of the gos 
verhment, and ‘that: epceticd for firmnefs whic! ag one of its 
fureft fupports. orng 
¢ I¢ wasvae the clofe of the fefion of 1763; er thé care of 
the public’ bufine’S in the 'Houfe” of Common’ dérdlved uport 
Mr. Grenville; afd from that time he feems to’ have ftood in 
the Houfe of Commons, at the head of one Of the two parties 
which it is propofed to compare. 
* But notwithftanding the chara@er of this minifter fot con 
flitutional knowledge and unblemithed integrity ;iandnotwith- 
ftanding the reputation. he had acquired fo himfelf, “and the fa- 
cilities which he had given to government,’ while-he had beén 
’ entrufted with the condué of the K——’¢ bufinefs,” be could 
not immediately expe an extenfive fapport. 96° C'°) 
‘ His adinsaiication mh fae re a objesiions, whith be- 
ng contradictory could not both be tru had wever 
pig nah ‘the ‘hinds of thofe_ who fo - ed the aes ft 
© The retiring ‘minifter (Taid rk paicane of the late jecre- 
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tary) Mall’ not find it eafier to exercife.his power atten the oie 
tion of another name, thaw he did to retain. it in°his ownis nor 
will the, vigout of the Oppofition*be {6 inuch abated by this pre- 
tence 6F change, ag excited by the infult ‘which it offets to-theie 
vnderftandings." 

«We were attached, faid adldbier Knot of mep, by the bands 
of friendfhip aud gratitude to rhe perfon of the earl, intoiwhofe 
councils we could enter, and of whofe favour we'were affured ; 
anew minifter rifes on the ruin of our proteétor, whoowilbror 
‘purfue his meafores, who cannot promote his ‘friends ; ban it 
he prudent to range ourfelves on the fide of, oney) toowhom we 
are not hound by the ties of gratitude, fearcely by thofe! of hope : 

« Even the more fOber and difinterefted -part cof whe onation 
made fome paufe ; the minds of honeft mén do Gor form, lightly 
and fuddenly, with different men and upon different splans;.con- 
‘negtions of a delicate and important: fatutre’: nor could they be 
affured (and this uncertainty retained many) that this fpftem 
would be more Jafting than‘ ‘thofé which they ‘had fen furcet- 
fively formed and diffolved. 

¢On thé éthet hand, this! new fratie had how iw the courte of 
four months begun toknit, and to gain frengrh; when anew plan 
‘almott diffocated it; and if it had béem purflied’ in the extent 
which was duintdnided by the oppodfition, there would not:l think 
Have remainéd’even to the Crowa'the power of altering the ad- 
_ Ininiftration ; at leaft duting the lives of the’confederated:chiefs. 
a hen “this plan’was found dangerous’and impracticable, 
fp the government refettled upon its former bottom; it was 
forefeeh that this event muff give tothe mihifter a much greater 
“and moré avowed influence :.it was believed that he now ‘received 
from many quarters ftronger and more explicit affirances of con- 
fidence and fupport. He was‘remarkable for that refolution, 
which is‘a qualification fo necéffary to fuccef§.. His haviip un- 

dertaken the fupport of Government at the time he did, ‘ewed 

that he knew enough of the’ nature of party to'defpife the. cla- 

‘mours of it if he did’ not ‘deferve them ; and his patliamentary 

character left no room to fufpe& he would give any caufe of juft 
_ Yeproach : many therefore were inclined to adhere to a miniiter 

“of whole conftancy they were’ affured, ‘in whofe principles and 
‘meafures they could’ fafely corifide, and who held outa plan of 
conftitutional policy as ‘the Only Bord of that uhion which he 
“Swithed’to fotin.” 

This writer next obferves, that 'the haughty terms demanded 
for the re-admmiffion of Mrv'P! and ‘his friends into the miaiftry, 
united’ the ‘fobet fetious part of the’fation with ‘the prefeat mi- 


- pifter; ahad'* (édnitinues He) it was the fentiment of almoft ail 





the kingdom which @ nobie duke expreffed, when ‘he faid, He 
L avifoed 
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wujfhed to. guard the crown though but in the office of a petty conftable, 


catker ‘ce Sea it expafed to, fo infolent an ang i The iN cies, 
falfities, and/abufe, ooblithed by the North Buton, tte en t it 
the hands of government withvall . moderate men; and. th i 
of ‘Auguft that: year,,,in'which they. courted the ear 1 6; ate, sR 
tened the odium of the public againft theth ae ; he wed 
‘either’ that they knew, themfelves, the falfchood: of t 6, 78 vit 
which they had encouraged ; or that they. would not. “he sees 
to uilite themfelves. to. the obied, of it, ifthe, woul: {open fi ort 

the deorto pewer.’ 5. , - Nini 

Mr; Grenville, adopted aftyfiem,. accordii ing to, this apf Or, that 
> went 1ipom principles.dively contrary to, thos which h ad | guid- 
ed the difeatded faction, who had always rul | by marie theic 
fovereighs ‘believe, that ove balf of the nation were, the enemies’ 
of the prefént eftablithment, andthat the other, ‘which the ey ‘them- 
felves: headed, were its only fupport. To, ‘this exclufion ‘of 
abowe one halfof the kingdom from public polts, | they added the 
affectation of being, by their experience and a bil ities, the only a- 
depts in the art of government, |Mr.Grenyille’s plan 1 threw dee 
thofe partition-walls, and opened a doof for i ting, miinae 
diftinGion of party, every honeft fubjed, to ihe te ervic iis. To- 
vereign: « He did; more, he feized the only, tenabl ble pos o then, 
ing patriots}, shofe, of publick virtue and ecOho 
by) introdiicing -into the nation.a plan, of tlt ate 9 a ee 
the latten; by putting an.end toa devouring. at eet | 
experifwe meafures Great Britain, had eyer;hee aM ie Our 

duthor then thews how very ill quali fied } B was in jis Own 
perfoncand difpofition. to. be, the, head of A. party, ‘He like~ 
wife, ¢xamines ‘all, the: other, forts, of the. eth od ‘de- 
monitrates upon whatewretched principles its hea aé &ted 
whilein power, and to what pitiful fhifts they. were! r educed, and 
of what contradiGory ingredients they were compoled. « 

The ‘writer proceeds to take a fyrvey of the points upon 
which the oppofers tried their forces; thofe of f privilege, the cy- 
der tax, general warrants, the, goyernment- -regulations, and 
taxes: of the colonies. . The following, thougkts upon, the firtt 
of thofe points are equally juft, uncommon, and. indeed new to 
the public: 

4 The fir ground of debate which the Ppp ition took, oe] 
in fupport of the opinion given ig, the court. of of peten Teas, 
that Mr, Wilkes was entitled to privilege for his fe fis Tibel, 
In this they were unfortunate, It was not Beceff 13, to ‘trace 
privilege np to its fource, to.prove the falfefhood 9 of this d oftrine ; 
that fech a number of men fhould have exemption i in, ‘¢timinal 
cafes, muff, in itfelf, be a greater evil than any Jt éould 'pre- 
vent; and mult bea grievance more heavy i in } Proportion, as the 
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ftate was more free: ” For if freedom be the power of doing 
every thing which the ‘law: does not forbid,” a-privilege agaiatt 
the teftraint of law inifli@s a badge of flavery ‘and all its ‘confe- 
quences spor ath chofe to whom itis notextended, and deltroys: 
at orice ourfo much bog {ted con ftitation. | Thefe confequences 
werd dodengbly felt; that the party’ were foon forced: to relin-. 
quiflt alblhopes of making this'a popular caufej ahd'to troft to: ” 
that favour within the Houfe, whieh is generally given’ to® thofe 
who’ pretend to: defend its privileges.’ ' 

Our readets' ¢an fcarcely be fuppofed ignorant. of the fuble+ 
quent: events whatodttehded the expulfion and enile 26f (Mr; 
Wilkes ¢ibarthisduthor has fet afide the opinion’ of ‘lork' Coke 
on the point of privilege, fo farlds it favoured Mri Wilkes, and: 
likewifé of lord cchief jaftice Holt; the firft; becapfe it was 
grounded on a cafe that Coke had never tead, and proved? to’ be: 
nothing to the purpofe; and the: fecond, becaule the! opinion 
js {ptitious, and: falfly fattiered upomHolt) ‘He! then’ confiders 
the tax upon cyder,.whjch he places ingavery fair light, “\and 
fully windicates the miniftry’s proceedings on that head)! "Genes 
yal warrants afterwards falb under his‘confideration; and the ins 
confiftencies! of the! oppoftijonon' this’ head are fully expofed." 

* Every body>(fys'he) thas feem thofe (the general warrarits) 
of Mei Pite, -\ddithemy» notoenly the names of the’ perfons to> 
be apprehended: are omitted; bat they do not even: fpecify the» 
crithe, the: catfe of: apprehenfion, This omiffioh; as having 
been) and capable of »beingoabufed to the’ molt arbitrary pars 
poles; liad) beencdeclared:-by the’ petition: of ‘rights’ to! be’ con- 
trary to law. The nation therefore would’ have feconded' the 
heavieft tenfure whichscould hayes been :impofed upon thofe, 
who;owhile :they covered-their oppofition to government, by 
pretences ta zeakcfor the liberties of the people, had thewn them- 
{elves thug capable of ufing theirjowh power in a manner di- 
yedtly contraryctoothe molt facred and acknowledged ‘claims of, 
their freedom,’ 

Thefyftem of foreign policy falls next under this writer’s pen, 
€ Muchj*indeed (fays he) has been faid -by the late fecretary 
upon: the: expedieace pf foreign alliaricesy and the formiog a 
balance qf power, and much reproach thrown om thofe whom 
he accufem of meg Ging: this: greatoobje& ; but if we examine 
hisicondudty weithall find this one 'of thofe {pecious dedlara- 
tions; which, Rowever eafily:they:flow ftom his watm imagina- 
tionsnare totally nnfupported by fad, It would be going tao 
far.ont of the way: to enteranto the particulars, but whoever 
will-wiew the ftatesofour alliances at the time’he left the feals, 
and after he had exhaufted our treafury to purchafe them, will 
fee, that Feante,: Sprit, and Vienna, were'in adtual hoftilities ; 
Holland, 




















Holland, foothed. and: irritated: by’ furns,? was-beld: bat ‘bya 
thread ; that, our friend thip, with Denmarkthas :fince #hat'time-. 
been improved ; that we paid 670;0001. fo PrufMfia for the affif- - « 





The Political Balance. \ a sci 


tance..of -fome. 4000-dragoons during’ part: Of one: campaigns : 
and- that we had .w@dally #0 one) ally!in Europe buticounto le *« . 


Lippe‘; for I'do. not call .Hefle; whofe towns’ We, \garrifoded,: >) 
whofe ‘army, we paid, even whofe damages we teimburfe,- by 


the name ofan ally.;-and he(wilk be inélined edith Bi 1 
more wife and frugal conduc of thei prefent govern merit; whith | 


feem:to think that no friendthips can he bought whieh are cone) 
trary) the interefts; and) that-few!néed ‘be bought which aré. 
confiftent with. the: interefts -of the pet epeecnys racemes ai 


_ Thefestoo arethe fentiments of Montefquieu!’' +BY 


He.thén proceeds to confider the calé of aiatcolbabed and the if 


taxes to which they have been-fubje&ed, a fubjece, which we Have 


already confidered (fee-p. 225.) and the reader will here find ad- 
ditional: arguments) in defence of the adiminiftration’s conduét, © 
The daft head of his, argumentation tarns upon. our domeftic 


admipiftrations which is. here treated with'p candour and ace 


curacy 5 andhis reafoning‘on that head; we think, isumdhfwerable, |: : 
‘ The firit -ftep. (fays he} which Mr. Grenville! téok‘om this >> 


fubjeét., was, to. secal-that\German commiffariate; which fed 


been; opened. to teceive-all- the’ demands» which! théfe who hdd 


faid they had loft, -or who thasght they-had not gained 


in the fervice of the allies, Were:ready‘toamake> “He inftitured * 


a commifhon of. only:three gentlemen: to-defcend! anto the dew >< 


‘tail of , thofe demands,and: by their medss dtothe>endoof' the 
lait. feffions the| famsiftood thusom cs nonen att .wefor yam 


‘Fhe whole. which they ~~ amare wasfaid: tevin fien: 


he wer: 93199 steer 


Of this, they had plied 51 19 10 el 75 cinnnah 
They poftponed, til} further pensllia cou ¥0' Sidsq % 


or 


be! brought »-> Hees foe a6 $100" Pa oI BS 
— 'n §66;506 * 





4 fHtoreTel 3 o ean 
rs a} 983,000 


And by this! means, near another milion ferling was already. 
faved to, the public.’ : "39 ~O0U- TD ese! 


Mr..Grenville was. by his enemies acted: of having’ been pro- 


fufe in penfions 5 * and (continues this author) thofe writer@of 


the party, who are paid by dinners and pronvifes for filling the 


public papers with abufive falfhoods; had; from tithe te time, *: 
affured.us, that the earl of ——~ anda certain right honéurable - - 
gentleman, and lady ——~ &c. &e, &e. — weaedted ¢ — : 


of zy 3, and 40001, a year; ed 
t The miniftes would noe fuffer the publick ae taf gretly” 
U4 abufed ; 
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ebafed;.he declaved therefore inthe moft-pubhe mannersthat 
from.the time | he had been’ entrufted with the care of’ the re- 
 )Menae,conly two .penfions had been ‘granted; one f{pringiog from 
the:compaflion of; his royal: mafter, and confirmed by the feel- 
jngsof every hamane tind) tothe affi@ed: family of lady M—h; 
the;other:belowedion an-old and efteemed fervant of the'ftate, 
< gid .one-whorhad ‘ferved with: great ‘ability and: honoyr: for a 
csgeeat namber ofpyears, in‘one-of the molt ative and conrfiden- 
siakidepartmentsiof government.’?: 10/2/0145 9 
» The, fubleguent -part of :thisopamphlet is. ete Libis late 
Secretary: anditends to eftablifh a pointe by which we*aré fully 
oconvincedy, that the prefent adminiftration ts bY'no’ ‘mdains fo 
unpopular in the‘nation as its enemies have reprefented-it to be. 
jo in-faét (conclades this author) fuch a fyftein as that which 
3s now. purfeed su mult be approved where-ever it is’known ; it 
mutt fecure efteem and .beftow reputation’ ° The Httle-arts of 
| calumny: and fadtion have tried ‘to defame and: to’oppate, but 
Inwain: ;uthofe who fabmit to -pragifethem) fee 'theit AuMbers 
daily diminish, secur -by.1urns to \party-elamour; an® ‘low in- 
thigue, -with jequal difappointment; and behold! With'-all the 
‘pangs ofienvy and.ofdifappointed ambition, what ‘every tone ft 
man molt fee with:pleafure, the encreafing reputation of ‘thofe 
: avhofe: adminiteation: is direed by maxims ‘of Ht frugality 
; god: public nd ‘of FEpghih’ policy and -of- see mproesart gamee 
Teicha iJ LP ia MY 


> « b4 ‘4 > sifdija ae hi é ore he 





oe —— ed _— —- -——~— 


’ 
af hh ats Mes » 


ud # full ald ree Enguivy- in into | Merits of be Pihee’ wiies Some 
100 Sprictiireston: the Spirit of Party: Sve. Pr. 2s. Payne. 


FO HIS: parnphiet, -which-appears to be of no volgar compo- 
; |. fition; “unites Site -one~ point~ of Jight ‘all the arguments 
| bwhich are-diperfed inthe feveral political publications which 
ae/hdve reviewed: It is written’ profetfedly on the fide of ad- 
imiftration,and'in a manner that does honour to the temper, 
| pandour, and’ capacity of the author. 

- He begins by deferiblny the delufive ftate-of Great Britain at 
the gloriotselofe ‘of the late-war, when fhe was becoming tvery 
diay more weak more indigent and diftrefied, and advancing every 
‘moment farther and farvher within: the ruthlefs gripe of under- 
takersy dou traAors,.-and-alley jobbers. * The -writer’s reafoning 
 anithie-fubjeftcannot be too mech atténded to, ‘becaufe the cir- 
cutmfances the nation was then in, are decifive of ‘the queftion 
asito the neceflity of, making the peace..- He obferves, that be- 
fore thé peace was made, ‘there had been ‘great differences. be- 
“tween wty Pi and other: ietvents of the king. He then praceeds 

» Ot upon 
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pon the, principles. of equity,anduthe:laws of peagesandwar, - 
. to ty, the mesits of the definitive sreaty od Hectares very fairly 
, nie tes between France and England concerning, theslimits 

a Scotia.;, he PP A porting ip oy 
i Seered pans thinks that. upon;the ahovesmeationed | pzipciples, ~ 
Great Britain could, not fainly:have: demandeds any other fatis~ 

faction from, ker, that whee, fhe obtained bythe. peace, tHe, ap- 
up¢als ito, the Jate; adsninitiassinaysiage stqtneds Senall England, 
Hy the proteétion of. oun Merth: Amerisansaglonies: was 
atthe popular demand: of ail ranksand-degtees of: inen, be- 
feat duxing the date wan cand be deferibes: thewaftsaequi- 
, ditions, aod fqcurity which both they and she minghepqonatry 
| daye,acquited by the peacess or) co noise ah of islogagpy.> 
iw jada bOur traders may fonmcsidemsol this) wehiter’é imparti- 
_ . ality awe Shall ia his: ewas words give)them his tage-ofitbe ob- 
as Henn to; the ps CHermcsr wotisd bos mosis. OIUIaL TRAE f. - 

* Hhe dittracted and ruined conditian: of France; beaten out 
| of, the Raft and .almoft insirely: outiof ithe WeftiIndiess without 
| Mofleet,. witheutya treafuryy @ a bankrypt) people, and) aigdvern- 
4) Ment. withousg credits allthis, taken! along with the ‘peofperous 

aod top mphant, condition.of Great Btitding ands the agpagtant 
“ACQuifitions. fhe had, made 2from thes yeahing6a) thatothecnego- 
\ Giahion, was; broke off, by Mr, P., tothe yearisgbalthat shecon- 
_ dorepges were renewed by Lord: B..gave a fain apdikivaritageous 
opportunity, on the recommencement of thefe conféresices, for, 
weakening and humbling France as a maritime ower, and for 
raifing and aggrandifing the importance “of Great Britain i in. this 
refpect, focas to render the, farmer jacapable, hereafter tovhurt, 
andthe latter for the future, perfely fecure.. Nhattheenormous 
debt of the nation neceffarily incurred by the war, and folely 
eccaGoned by the. bad faith and rapacious; fpisit of Er «al- 
Aed,aloud,for.indemnification and, cosburemses gent t both 
he ene, and the, other of .thele were, to; haya; beep,.obtaingd by 
excluding intirely, the French fram, the fith grade of Newfaund- 
Jand and the gulph of St, Laurence, and:by, abileafti keeping 
pofieffion of the rich and precious sifland, of, Guadaloupep the 
_ Wiett-dadies, and both the fettlements. of Gores and Senegal 
ca the caaft of Africa, . Thefe, would, have, been, to,\us.am im- 
mediate fource, of riches,and, fixcogth,» byigiving the moh ex- 

tenfiye, (cope, to: trade, augmenting our dhippipg, and.e blith. . 

ing.an inexbapftible nurfery of feamen, .theonly.true,ang, folid 
fivength of the, nation. , The. daterett of North Agerigayitfelf 
sequiced this, as Guadaloup. would, have, beem a.greatyand. ad- 
ditional market for their lumber and proyifionss andghe,prof- 
perity and advantages thereby. ‘moytually arifing. te bothy would 
jo, the, refult have bighly. adveoced: che igregeftignd. pyolper 
sity of Britain. That it would have been infinitely more Las 

gible, 
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gible, rather than have failed in 'this point, to have admitted 
the French again into a part of their former poffeffions'in North 
America, and given then the barren foil of Caiada 16 work upon ? 
for the advantages arifing there, are’ at a very remote’ period) 

not ‘to fay very uncertain ; but thofe proceediny'fron the pot 
feflion of the fugar-iftands are immediate and ‘of! the moft fub- 
fiantial kind, and what the debt of the mation ftands°in the 
moft immediate and real need-of. But in place'of ‘alt this; to 
rein{tate the French in the fifhery, the African and fagar trade’; 
is to reftore to them all the certain fources of that naval power 


- by which they have been already fo very formidable,” arid will 


again be enabled very foon to give fedpe' to their tnfatiablé 'ain- 
bition by a renewal of the war. Whemadded''ta all cehis Pit!” 
takea into view, that they are reftored-intirely fo all their for 
ser trade in the Raft-Indiess that the intéreft of out” herdic 
and magnanimous ally, the king of Pruffiay wis deferred from 
the heginning to the end of the treaty >: aid that out of ail our 
important conquefts in the Wé{t-Indies; only the worft of! the 
neutral iflands with the infignificant ifands of the Grenades and 
Grenadines were fhared out to‘us,' whilft Se) ‘Luciaand its &x- 
cellent port were given up to the French: weemay venture! 
conclade, notwithftanding all the additional cénquefts we made: 
in the intervab of the diftuffions of peace) that the definitive 
treaty, with all.thofe advantages faid to be on its fide, Has ton: 
cluded a. much. worfe.peace than'what Mr; Pyplanned, even when 
he was as to Germiany wader many and great difficulties,’ and 
as to. the Weft-Endies unptovided with the conquefts of Marti- 
nico andthe Havanna ¢ and that upon the'whole, the peace i 
inadequate to our conquefts, ‘difhonourable, difadvantageous, 
and infecure.’ tf 
We are: of: opinion that thiofe objections are more fairly and 
candidly ftated, than they are (atisfadtorily anfwered.’ The aiithor 
thinks, that to have excluded the French from the Newfoundland 
fith-trade; and.to haveretained pofleflion of Guadaloup, Senegal, 
and Goree, would. have been pafling thé line’of juftice afd mo- 
deration, and -have manifefted a fpirit of wild barbarous ambi- 
tiom, ‘Fhis .opinion; confideting the ‘provocations’ of ‘Great 
Britain. from the power of France, is perhaps controvertible '; 
and, ovr author will not, amongft the profeffed politicians of the 
prefenp age, find many admirers, we had ‘almoft faid readers, of 
the moral and religious motives of pacification which he has in- 
troduced.+—He._ next reverfes thefcene, and puts us in the fitda- 
tion of France and Spain at the time of the peace, when they 
had itin their power to have conquered Portugal; and when they 
nist haveybeen mafters of Heffe and Hanover as well as Mi- 
porca, -He. defigures our fcatiments; and fhows what our réa- 
foning 
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foning- would have beet in fo-unfortinate a fitdations wienaia® 
the public of Great Britais: would havectelithed oars 
cluded by, bee government, sipon: othe fa me! hunni linttig ag 
France yielded to-in'the Jate peace,’ Heisof' opinions that it '° 
we had infifted upon the above-méntionet! term" Fratite Would * 
have buried herfelf inher own ruins, rather tha 
them.) He isftfong ‘om this: head's and very: property -< 
that-when: Lewis the XEVth caine to that réfotution, es 
the tseaty of: Utrecht; if more fhamefut term fad’ béet ae” 
manded, of ; him;. France was\inia ‘much! worfe’ condition thad 
the was, ‘with repard-to the real ftrength and {pirit of that na 
tion at-the' couclufion of the late treaty. “He'then 'vonfiders'the ~ 
confequences ig point of interéf¥ thatimuft have attended Great’ 
Britain) inGfting ‘upon demands that France would” not grant. 
Our. national debt muft: have! been encreafed tight ot ‘ted mil-’ 
lions, atnually. | Our manufacturers’ and’ agricultoré were fut. 
fering for. want of hands, and our army anid navy were deficient? 
in half their'complemeht-of ment i! Fé paints the tonfeqaénces’” 
of all.thofe-difadvantages> and fhews that rhe Cotttiiiiante oF * 
the war muft have fequired<at leaft*10 or T5600” ted 







 paifed in. Great Britain, befides the-wfual com Apne thee Fed! 


Oar fenGble. author reminds -u¥ of the favourable’ iaters” 
pofition of providence (or-as fame aifeét fo call Yt fottiing) ia’ | 


many. of the chief operations of ‘the:Jate'war 3 te: 


of the French in-not | taking’ advantage: of eNeoRerni;° that; 
1757s difperted ‘our fleet, and drove ‘it from Leubotity? the * 
panic that feized: them when we lahded on: etrat 4 tide?” : 
the moft.dreadful.and. dif¢ouraging tircumftancess° Wolfe's for” 
tunate afceat to the plains of Abraham at’ Quebec thie Critica?“ 
capitulation of Guadaloupe; our fucceffes at Belleifle ; the Une” 
accountable.conduét-and cowardice of the Preity) etree v 
us poflefion of Martinico ; with rhany other fh cident?’ Fre idly 
confiders the growing fpirit’ of-difcontent ant? divifidti ‘afioh 
ourfelves, and how it might have operated>t6 ‘on Ulett . 
had the war continued, arid the danger'of & peneril « : 
againft us, .which.our ‘author ‘is of opinion would havé Eover 
the feas with a fleet equal to ourown)' Bie this We! tuft be of” 
a different opinion: from this writer ; not ‘fd! we’ ver, be" 
fore he told it asa faG, conceive that Venice could? oF” h ret” 







have furnithed twenty line of ‘battle fhips of eighty’ piinsé “Niles. 


He then examines the value pf Guadaloupe, ‘compared ‘wit 

the immenfe expence and danger that’ muft’ ae 
continuance,of the -war; and fhews, rhat the’ réthi 0" 
nada to the French, muft have afforded” mote' téloarable Tea~ 
fons for oppofition than ‘any that are wow urged ooprE Alea 
the immenfe riches and the great advantages ariGhg to’ Great © 
Britain by their acquifition of Canada, its vaft value above 
Guada- 
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Guadaloupe, aud abeditsle, probability that there is of she French 
rivaling, us in the Newfoundland fifh.trade. 5...) 
fd: beg deave.then-matt, humbly to conclude, upon this head, 
that it was not the intereft o Great Britain to continug the,war: 
that. ,asiive jeould -nog. exclude, the. French, from. the fifh-trade, 
and keep, pofistion of Guadaloupe, Senegal, an Goree, without 
‘continuing the war;jit, was direfly aod ymmediately the adyan- 
tage.and: interelt of Great,Britain to conchude. peace upon the 
honourable, advantageous and enlarged terms, the, enemy, agreed 
to;:.and that to have exchanged Canada, ‘¢ ‘or any part of the. 
enemy’s former dominion in North America, for Guadaloupe 5 ; 
would have been moft effentially hurtful and bainsous to the 
siation, ‘jo ‘its deareft and greateft interefti? + ,/.o4 950% 94 A 
Our <déthor inveftigates the merits of the two. negotiations, 

eartiett on i in the ‘refpettive yearsof 176" andia762. \:This is 
a. fubje& which the public has been long in poffefiien of, 

from authenticated, papers, aad has. Hitt fo.,often ny ed_in 
the .courfe,. of ORL Qwn publications, t hat, we can a bing 
to bis), Ag UE: gh vindicate the, prone aod 
advantages. iof,.the, late peace, and shew, ,it..to have been 
ofthe. belt shat.we, pofibly could »bave, obtained, ‘The author, 
through; wthe. Sw nye een fhews . reat know- 
Tedge of his Gabjefh.—-He proceeds, to confider the us shel dit 
poGtion,of. the nation and. .patliament after the e blithment 
oof the peaces, and, .the high, approbation i met wit from the 
- Fegiflatures sptle, chaftizes the .authors. of the public lic clamour 
> againft toed, B. ad.the government,.on account of bribery ‘and 
> Mottnption, bad, that beep.the cafe, he tl inks that, whatever 
itlea we might ,haye..of, the, MT HpLEd, the conguplers. metited 
our highe praife., He fays,, it is ridiculous. to. imagine, that 
a parliament, (be rout, meag h6 majority ) can be bribed. “He 
~s might weceive. an aalwer, to, this argument by peru fing t the writ- 
in gsiand, pamphists Publithed againft Sir Robert Walpole. He 
bolls much more defenfible in the, particular exaniination. he bas 
made of the charges brought again{t the prefent, mmjniftry, which 
be dhews, to. be.trifling, tidiculous, or falfe,. He enters jato a 
fevere forutiny. of the-writings and ‘condudt of ; Mt. Wilkes,, and 
i fhews the wicked, tendency, of every, thing that leads to weaken 
or. abolish ‘the,)union of Scotland: and England ; and. men- 
tidins the vg ene pattiality, exercifed by Mr, Pitt j in, favour 
of Scotehmen, who werethe moft obnoxious toawhig adminiftra- 
th dates the graof the prefent ir from 
$y May. a pa when, the .dpke, of N. refigned ;_ jul ifies the 
inode of dord,B, and very. plainly, proves, that. the High- 
Jandess,..whoy had been formerly, in the rebellion of | 1745, had 


been intrediced, into our army. during, the, adminiftration ° ime 
uke 





























PoreVew ARTICLES \\\  “FSe 
duke of N. and’. 'P!) “He coielades! with Tome geierdt oft 
fervations on the demiahtfs tHadé’ &pon the-¢rowl fi the! faltiows 
conferénte of Av gait t) 63 \ bat préterves the? wiphiett’ refpec 
for Mr) Pee ee chins Tes To itsicini act ton 2ew ipsadé 

If difpafidnaté' enquiry and reprefénration ‘arerhe figns’ of & 
good Caufe,’ and an‘ aectirate® Mat "of fa@o the prove OP 'sh 
able hedd, wé'maft be Of opinion, “Ava both’ the’ fybje@? ane 
the’ wiiling’ oF this pamphlet deferves'from he bie thesgrear- 
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VOU ol pier. soi ab neigh i. nead ove Ihoie 


XI. ie Siége de Calais; Lnagédies dédsé au Rein, Par, M..De, Belay. 
Repiéfentie pour la promicre fois, par Jes Camédiens Brancois erdi- 
naires dwoRoyj, le sa Féveier..4 PAE af a ohn : Nourle. and 
Mamenag 2 ’ iidodw sip) 2 


rap this'play abetiretth biepeay ee we dearer RePcmenat, 
“its “plov’ atid charaeters” might! Wave °patfed -wanotidéd 

umong the other riuimerotis monuments’ of Pretieh yanicy 4 bat 
when it is mentioned as meriting“the ‘patrovegelof that 
ment, on accoutit™ of ‘the juitice” Philk URE atwhiotrla oBettos de 

Englith nation ‘When fit’ is then tithe? ase reconciling: pléde, 
and.’ ‘as fuck} Tibevalty” rewatded by Royaitpat@lfy! whea the 
author. plumes himfelf,' a$' He’ ‘does Th Hiv pre faes, lorriateof - 
vours fhowered dowti tpt him’ bySthe Prenult king and people, 
we are. to eftimdte from that; the comparative tdeas "whi 
prefent French éourt and nation ‘form between thet? Gwir' virtue 
and valour, and ‘that of the EnighfiS “The ftéry ow whiththe 
play is founded is’ antient, bur’ the appliéstion Birit Iv confer 
fedly modern ; hor can we think that a teal “Bn gliignad vean 
look upon it in any ‘other light thant asa! wilhul! wifreprefen- 
tation of f iftor obel that the author may give His country at 
once ‘the hi cont fe at dnd Getefation oF! the Englifiz ‘and 
imprefs, at; “with Me rongelt veneration Fore | virtue aod 
coura e of | their own ariceftors’ 3 BUTE 

We. are ‘perhaps not to blaine’ Feelin for arcdnduad 
like “this,” at the clofe of’a ‘War’ which’ overwhelmed thelrcoun- 
try with Tals, fhame, ‘and corifufion’s buf to” pretend’ thar“the 
author does fhe finalleft juftice’to the Eniglith king and nation, 
and that he does not degtade’ them, ‘even to Wwfainy, is Offeving 
an infult fo the Hida alin ‘of ‘the "publiel? Fhe “ailion, 
M, de. Bellov, “oblervés, 'F in “his  Pretiee, ‘that ‘fan Lo 
how. it 15 pombe that a “people; Who for abdve ‘a critury ve 
excelled aif ouhers’ in the Aramiati¢ art, river the ald ha dipt 
into‘its own hiftory fot theatrical fubjeets.£. White Ce ytitiues 


he) moft of the Engi tragedies are taken frou thie’ _ 
C 
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of England... The glory: of England's having: produced a Shake- 
fpear and ap,Otway, renders M. de Belloy’s vaunt of France’s 
fuperiority in the dramatic art ridiculous as well as falfe.; and 
we know no‘poet of igreat note, excepting Shakefpear,) who 
founded his plays on the: Englith hiftory, But how very dif- 
ferent are t in g8, of that, fun of genius, from. thele of 
M., de Belloy ! Tees we. could mention fifty fpeeghes in 
Shakefpear’s hifforical ain each of them of more value than 
all that the French theatre ever prodaced, yet he never de- 
viates from hiftory.'. His ‘kings, bis herogs, ‘his men, his wo- 
‘men; their a@ions, their virtues; and their vices; arecthé fame 
as they come from Hollinfhead, Grafton, Hath; “and other 
ancient writers: If any»of his fcenes are iembellifhied | with 
fiftion, it is fuch as he:has either’ borrowed “from “hiftory} oF 
fach)as can have no manner-of effeR a ache were 
nation. 

How mach is.M. de Belloy’s: condagt: the reterfeal this His 
play opens with two capital mifreprefentations, to prepoffefs ‘the 
readers and {pectators againft Englifh valour. 

Two of his patriots; Euftache de Saint- Pierre, and, Amble- 
tufe, are left to command in Calais, in the abfence of the 
count de Vienne, its governors.whocis fuppofed tobe gohe to 
affift in raifing thefiege, and-is atteaded «by the fon-of Eu- 
ftache, a. brave young man. While, they are every hour ex- 

-pecting the event, Saint-Pierre bewails the. revolt of Godfrey 
“d'Harcourt. (who in fa@ is, the hero.of the.piece) from his na- 
“tutal fovereign, the. French, king;, and,. to prepoffefs his read- 
“ers, he tells them, that the conqueft of France by the Englif 
was’ aw ing, to, this Frenchman, 


¢ Ea, France doit fa perte aux talens d’on Frangais.’ 
.0* Prance toa Frenchman’s courage owes bir ruin? 


-"That a Northan of the name of Harcourt was in Edward’s 
army fs true, atid that he ferved under the prince of Wales ; 
but we ‘know of nothing that diftinguithed him from the other 
officers who attended that great conqueror, he being but juft 
mentioned in the lift of commanders before the battle. At the 
battle of Creffy he is afterwards faid to have been: feized with 
Temorfe of confeience for fighting againft_ his country; but 
Mr. Barnes, in his Life of Edward IIE. very juftly obferves. (p. 
361.) that he afterwards not only lived in good correfpondence 
with that king, but actually loft his-lite in his fervice. © 

The next aor our author makes ufe of for depreciating 
the valour of the Englifh is, that they brought a huge train of 
brafs‘canvon to the "Feld, and that the French were even igno- 
tant of the ufe of gunpowder, . Says Saifit-Pierre, ve 
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‘Eh! qué peut déformais tout effort d'un grand cypue 
Contre les noies Vidleans d’un airain deftrudieury 9.5 69! 
Qui femble renfermer le dépét dui tonnmerre, (6 Yliolhagu) 
Et dont le feul.Anglais effraye iencor latersefon Yo% 4 


| Againft thofe brazen Vulcans of the field, .. ry i 4" 
That hold the flores of thunder, w ich the Engle br ty 7 , 
Alone command, and therewith foake the world, Sen ns lededd 
All valour muff be vain. ee , deasiit'edai iedclie' > 
Thus; :accordingoto: out poet,' the Englifty had the: fame ad 

vantage over- the French, that the Spaniards had over the ‘Attie- 
ricans, “Now ithe truth is, that it does not: appear from any 
ancient wrirer (for Mezeray is butia modern ove) that Edward 
fired-a fingle cannonin this fiege; and it can’ be proved from 
undoubted records, that when great guns came into ‘ufe, ‘the 
French were more early acquainted with them than thé’ Bng- 
glifh, .. We are-fomewhat at>a lofs to know what the poet 
means when be calls artillery) 9 | jo yBhq 


‘ Monument infernal.d’un Gécle dignorances.; . uf 
Od Vart-de fe détruire: eft la feule fcence’ 


| - Hellifh invention of a barb’ rons age; 0 
| Stranger to all the arts;) bat thofe of murder, | § 

While ‘this converfation is paffing between the two Freq 
patriots, they are apalled, by a fudden ‘fifence from without, . 
walls’; “from which they coriclude that their king and his ar . 
had been repulfed in their attempts to rélieve the'city. Ww 
Ambletule goes out to know the trath, Alicnor, the dao ter 
of Vienne, (whois fuppofed to have been coftra@ed to Godfrey 
d’Harcourt, when. the unworthy treatment he meét with ‘a¢ court 
made him throw himfelf into. the arms. of she: Engliff) ‘enters 
in tears, and confirms his fufpicions of the French; haviag been 
defeated by thole illainous inftruments. of . war... Tbe ,layal 
Harcourt, Godfrey’s brother, is killed, the king. is, wounded, 


: 


and her father a prifoner, oaae oiite 
ie Nos braves (fays fhe) chevaliers, & mon pére a leur téte,*” 
: Deeent globes de fer ont bravé la tempétes?¥ °F 


St 
My father led our Frenchmen on, and flood dni eamed aM 
| The iron entrails of an hundred cannon. - 


¥ 


- No wonder then the French, did not fucceed, and that they 
were..completely vanquifhed. Sainte-Pierre: then ‘learns! that 
his fon, had behaved. very bravely ; and.it gives hia» great pleas 
fure when he hears.that he was wounded and casried:off sby chis 


fo] ers. ug iy Bik Sfi} to 7fik& } 
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‘ It vefpire! & fon fang a coulé pour la France } 
Double faveur-des cieux qui fe répand far moi! 
J’ai donc un fils encore 4 donner 4 mon roi!” 


He. lives! and hehas foed bis hlood for France ! 

Thanks, gracious heav’n, for this thy double favour ! 

That I hawe yet a fon to give my king!” 

Alienor, who, according to the poet, is the only fiditious 
character in the play, fhews a becoming concern for her fa- 
ther, whom the is/afraid that Edward, who pretends to ‘be 
lawful king of France, may put to death as a rebel; but the is 
comforted by the hopes which Saint-Pierre has in the virtues of 
Godfrey d’Harcourt, who , is. Edward’s.favoucite aod general, 
and is, here remembered by Alienor with a mixture of indigna- 
tion and concern. In the fifth fcene, young Saint-Pierre, who 
is here called Aurele, having rallied his men, and repulfed the 
Engligh genera] Mauni, throws bimfelf ipto the town, and ap- 
pears upon the ftage. He gives ag affeQing ,account of the 
loyal Harcourt’s death ; and that he himfelf had been wounded 
by Godfrey, who faw his brother in the agonies of death. 

“ip the fixth fcene, Saint-Pierre, who by the bye is the 
mayor of Calais, makes a long harangue te his fellow-citizens, 
in the old ftrain of French valour, and Englith pamerited good 
fortune. He thews them their cwn miferable fituation, bur 
exhorts, them to perfeverance and loyalty. Speaking of hig 
own king, he fays, 


* Nous mourrons pour le roi, pour qui nous vivions tous.’ 
We live for bim, and for him let us dit. 


He is feconded by Alienor, who advifes them to makeva 
funeral pile of their city, and throw themfelves into it, pro- 
mifing to thew them the example, rather than ftand the con- 
fequence of a ftorm. Aurele praifes her refolution; but is 
checked by. the thoughts of his aged father’s death. Saint- 
Pierre ftops him as he is going out to put the fatal advice into 
execution. He then propofes that Ambletufe fhould go to the 
Englith camp, and offer to furrender Calais and alt its riches to 
Edward, provided the inhabitants are fuffered to repair to their 
king. 

The fecond a&t opens with a foliloquy of Godfrey d’Har- 
court, who appears to be haunted by the remembrance of his 
brother’s death, the remorfe of his own con{cience, and his love 
for Alienor; all which concur in driving him to Calais ; where he 
fends an Englifh officer to Alienor. She believes Harcourt to be 
an Englith Lord, fent by Edward to make fome propofals con: 
cerning her father, Harcourt then difeovers, and throws him 

fel¥ 
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feif at her feet, ftands the tempeft of her indignation, and 
tells her that Edward refpects her father.  Overjoyed at this 


hews, fhe is about to retire; and Harcourt»practifes the ftale 
trick of laying his land upon his fword, and threatening to 


tun himfelf through the body if fhe does not hear him; an 
animated and indeed inte refting ‘¢onverfation follows: Har- 
court _promifes by his future condué& to make amends for 
his apoftacy; and fhe confents to pardon him ‘if ‘he makes 
good his promifé. In the mext fcene, lord Mawni, Saint-Pierre; 
and the other Galifians, appear upon the ftagé.” He treats 
them as rebels; but tells them; Edwafd reje@s évery other 
condition of furrender but that of putting into his ‘hands ‘fix 
citizens, who ate. to be put to death-by the executioner. Au< 
tele takes fire at this propofal, and refumes Alienor’s fchemé 
of the funeral pile, to which tle’Califians feeth to agré’, wheri 
they are ftopt by Harcourt, who promifes either to mollify Ed- 

ward, or to mingle his blood with that of tHe“unheppy vidiinss 

Upon the departure of Harcourt, Mauni 8tqtaints the Ca- 
lifians with port way $ yo emg and gives waore ne reds 
fon for its" : , - 


‘fl erdit Gu’en ce moment fa rigueur ty ‘rahaigue | 
Eft une fof d'etat, um devoir politique ; | 
Et jesersitis que d’Harcourt l’impétueux courroUxs 
Eni vodtant vous fauver, né le perde avec vous.’ 


The tite be Thinks demands a tyrant’s fray 3 
True policy—zhe laws of flate; require it ; 
Ana nr t fear; from Harcourts bafly /pirit, 
That, pleading for you, he mity fare your fate. 
The. Galifiansy. by. Awibletufe and Aliendr’s ‘advice, até 
again. running into. defperate meafures, when Saint-Pierre of 
fers himfelf for she firft vidim ; his foa claims thé honour of 
being the fecond ;, Ambietafe facceeds; and the number 'is foon 
complete.. They deliver up their ‘fords to” Mani, who 
fheds tears at fo affefting a fcewe ; and informs Aliénor, that 
Kdward expects to Tee. her, and that poflibly fhe may prevail’ 
with him to fpare. the prifoners. Upon this; Alienor, turning 
to Saint-Pierre, fays, . 
‘ Que veut-ilde moi? |. , 
Magnanime héros, je te dofine mia foi 
De ne point confentir a racheter ta vie, : 
Que par des aftions qhe td grande ame envie, 
Satnt Prerre. 


Ah! voila la vertu qui fied avotre coeur: 
Bravez_plus que la mort, ‘en bravant le malheur.’ 
Vou. XIX. April, 1765. x ALIENOMy 
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ALIENOR. 


What can his meaning be?— O gen’rous hero! 


Never foall Aigner thy fafety purchafe, 


But by fome yen al, thy self maf envy. 
Saimt-Pireere, 


There (poke ibn wirtnous oeart —~ To “sae mi ffertane 
‘\ ls more shee faring death, : 


LT be concluded, imour next: DJ : 
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32. Thougbts,0 on, 4: Queftion of Importance prepypelOt we! Pibic, 
Whether it is probable that the Immenfe Extent of TervBo>' ace 
quired by \thisoNation at the latéPrate, will bee todtan ds the 
Profperity, or tbe: Ruin of © ae en: of Gi ie Btitin “8 U0. 
_ Pr, ts. Dixwell. | ba 
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E-can_almoft pronounce this. writers by ‘hisitaking ai walk 

through, the frees. of Londons) andquoting :B axon \Mon- 
tefquieu, to be @ Scotchman.——Hail!, thou, worthy 7 acquifitien \to 
that difintereftednefs and_public fpirit which every hackney po- 
litical writer for, a century and a half paft, from, Martin. Mar- 
prelate down to the North-Briton,-has,claimed, as bis\icharac- 
teriftic, and the fole, motive of his.publications|-Haib! Jabours 
that ‘ have been:generated (to ufe the words, of our:author in 
his Preface) by reading and reflexion on the hiltory of other 
pations.”. But to be ferious; notwithftanding the aukward 
pertnefs of this, writer, and his miferable deficiency \in that 
kind of knowledge requifite for the fubje& he undettakes, his 
queftion deferves confideration. 

The fum of his thoughts are, That the late general peace 
may prove. detrimental, nay, ruinous to this nation. He 
fupports his opinion im the manner that may be expedited 
trom a man who reads baron Montefquieu, and reminates on 
the antient hittories he had been taught at fchool, without con- 
fidering, that however fafhionable it is now to quote that 
Frenchman, his ideas of the. Englith conftitution and interefts 
are very fallible; and that neither Livy nor Tacitus, ‘Cicero 
nor Czxfar, ever formed the leaft notion of a mercantile fove- 
reign itate. 

A little attention to, or acquaintance with, the hiftory of the 
Jate general peace and the laft war, would have been of more 
fervice to him than all his claflical knowledge or French read- 
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ing; and while he was taking @ walk through tha fireets of London, 
their opulence and fplendor ought fo.hasedinf{tracted hith, that 
our colonies, fo far fram. being thé ruin, are the ftrength and 
fupport of their mother country, .Ebeimmenfe territory ac- 
quired by the late peace was connected, with other caufes than 
the rage for extending dominion; for it was in a manner forced 
upon Great Britain. "Whatever (peculative notidns this author 
may entertain, it was her duty and capital intereft to vindicate 
the rights and poffeflions-of-her American cotonifts ; and it was 
evident, from the very principles on which the war was found- 
ed and conduéted, that this could not be déte, while a reitlefs, 
ambitious, enterprizing people, in the neighbourhood, had it 
in their power every hour:to attack, alarm; rob;;and murder 
them, SHcorg 2 W019 

Our author is afraid of the depopulation of this country, 
from the population of-our American colonies. .:Many grave, 
wile, and pious patriots, entertained the fatne fear above a 
hundred and fifty years ago, and with much better reafgn 5 
butsevery day’sexperiente proves it to be groyndlels ; Se jowe 
colonies have amply replatéd’all the hands they borrowed from 
their mother country: ‘Theré is no datiger ‘of de opulation to 
@ country’ the enjoyment of which ‘is tlie: préae bie tis to 
anfwer the! ultimate ‘ambition “and! withes 6f'its’ molt Wealthy 
colonifts’ But*our author, “on fo importatit and’ trite a'fiibject, 
ought to have ‘known,’ that af Tésit de thivd. of “ont” Nofth 
American colonies Wave not! been ‘peopled Ffuiit Gréar-Britain, 
_ We are, ‘however, fo-fatGf this’ writer's opinidh, ‘that we ith 
fome method could ‘be found for pedplitty Shr acquifitions With 
good fubjedts: who-are Wot natives Of the Udthel Country. '‘THat 
fuch aifcheme ‘is praéticabl®’ experience ednivinkes us, We 
cannot agree with him as to ¢hé great ‘iimnibérs of “napbfitc- 
tarers whohdve gdne “over from “England to Atiiérica ; and 
he hiorfelf.furnithes us with avery: good" argument ‘why We 
fhould » not ; becaufé ‘he eas his information’ from common. 
news-papers, aid hackney poliriciatis, °° 8 OY 

He proceeds to examine our exclufive right to trade With 
our colonies, which he thinks may be perhitious to the mo- 
ther country. This is an argument whieh {trikes at the géhe- 
ral principles:of all colonization. Though the botinds’ of oiir 
undertaking’ did not debar us from entering into it, yet we 
fhould avoid it, becaufe the writer has faid nothing néw, 
upon the fubje&t, and his arguments are weaker than thofe 
that have appeared in former publications of the fame kind. 
But, notwithftanding what we have faid on this head, we are 
motft zealoufly of opinion, that the Britith government, while 
they are confulting the welfare of our colonies, ought to con- 
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fult likewife the means of keeping them in a dutiful depem 
dence on their mother country. This great and falutary end, 
however, never can be anfwered by fuch publications as that 
before us. ' 


13. 4 North-Briton Extraordinary, Which was printed but never 
publifoed. Pr. 6d. Moran. 


We have ftrong reafons for beHeving Mr. Wilkes to have 
been the real author ofthis paper. He begins in the follow- 
ng manner. * Whatever difference we may find in other 
relpeéts between the prefent and late minifter, in the exertion 
of a determined and inflexible refolution, they certainly bear 
a near refemblance to each other. One diftin&tion, indeed, 
ought to be madeeven here, that Mr. Pitt’s refolution’ arofe 
fromm conftious vittue, and the Earl of ***’s from confcious 
power ; but to the credit of the latter we muit obferve, that 
he has fhown as inflexible a fpirit in fupporting every meafure 
which was wrong, asthe former could poflibly maintain im pro- 
moting what was right. Regardlefs of all petty and private 
confiderations, bleffed with the moft excellent qualities of head 
and heart, and fincerely attached to the interefts of his country, 
Mr. Pitt proceeded with that well-grounded confidence, to 
which he ‘was entitled by thofe qualifications, and in which he | 
was juftified by the moftt extraordinary fuccefs. Without any 
real regard to this country, wholely engroffed by private views, 
the qualities of his head as yet doubtful, and thofe of his heart 
too plain, the Earl of *** hath, through his adminiftration, 
behaved with that infolence, which in narrow minds Is always 
the confequence of power.’—Surely political, of all knowledge, 
is the moft fallible: who could have thought that this monfter of a 
ftatefman, ina few months after this paper was written, was to be 
applied to and courted as the right hand, the guardian, and 
the pole-ftar of this angel of a minifter! Who could have 
imagined that ever the guide of all guides would have fubmitted 
himfelf to have been guided by fuch a weak, wicked man, though 
he has not been known, ever fince he abdicated his power, to: 
have entered into any one meafure that could make the fmalleft 
atonement for his paft mifcondu& ! 

Proceed we to the priocipal purpofe of this publication,,. 
which now firft appears abroad, and which is no other than a 
vindication of Mr. Rous, the Eaft-India diretor, with regard’ 
to the fhare he took in fettling articles of the late peace re- 
lating to the Eaft-India company. As the fubjeét is now un- 
feafonable, and as the difpute ought to be confifed folely to 


the company, we can only’ fay, that it feems intended to: 
load 
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Yoad the late lord Egremont with the blame of what was /itely 
to have been done amifs; and as the matter has been often 
‘difcuffed in public, we fhall here take our leave of it. 


14. Confiderations on Taxes, as they are fappofed to affe the Price - 
of Labour in our Manufa@uries: alfo fome Refle&ions on the gene- 
ral Behaviour and Di/pofition of the Manufa&uring Populace of 
this Kingdom; feewing, by Arguments drawn from Experience, 
that nothing but Neceffity will enforce Labour; and that no State 
ever did, or ever can, make any confidérable Figure in Trade, 
cubere the Neceffaries of Life are at a low Price. 8vo. Pr. 15.64. 
Johnfon. 


This aathor is of opinion that « our taxes, and particularly 
thofe on the neceffaries of life, have not hithesto, /a raifed the 
price of labour in our manufaGures, as toinjure aur foreign trade.’ 
He grounds bis opinion upon faés and experience, in oppo- 
fition to, theories, which arife from deceitful appearances, falla- 
ious reafonings, and common prejudicies. (t-mutt be acknowledged 
that his opinion at firft feems to be not a little paradoxical; 
for he thinks that ‘ taxes on the neceffaries of life tend to enforce 
general induftry, to reftrain idlenefs and debauchery, to im- 
prove our manufadures, and to make labour. cheap a variety 
of ways.’ He tells us that the Dutch are three times more 
taxed than we are; and though their power, asa ftate, is upon 
the decline, yet their commerce is flourifhing, and their indi- 
viduals very. rich. 7 

This fenfible author combzts the common opinion ‘ That 
the neceflaries which the manufa&uring. poor confume, being 
rendered dear by taxes, muft ‘inevitably oblige them to raife 
the price of their labour; which will, of courfe, enhance the 
price of our manufaétures, and injure our foreign trade. [ 
w.nder-not that this opinion fhould prevail, as every one clear~ ~ 
ly fees, that if a populace can live cheap, they can afford to 
labour cheap ; from whence it is immediately concluded that 
they wil do fo.’ 

‘ But thofe who have clofely attended to the difpofition and 
condué of a manufa@turing populace, bave always found, that 
labouring //s, and not cheaper, has been the confequence of a 
low price of provifions; and that when provifions are dear, 
from whatever caufe, laSour is always plenty, always well per= 
formed, and, of courfe, is always cheap. This is a paradox 
which nothing but experience could teach us to explain. In 
order to do this, let us obferve, firft, That mankind in general 
are naturally inclined to eafe and indolence, and that nothing 
ut abfolute neceflity will enforce labour and induftry. Se- 
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condly, That the poor, in general, work only for the bare 
neceflaries of life, and for the means of a low debauch, which 
when obtainedathéy ceafe? to: labowty'! ti Ptoufed agzin by ne- 
ceflity. Thirdly, That it'isbef fot themfelves, a8 welf as for 
fociery, thar pHeopaprifhoutd’ be én tantly employed” 
Heothen recormiane iés gaatriittong; as beiigof infinite ddvan-' 
tage ito a erating tidrea bur hiegreat Wbifinent fot’ taxing the 
neceflliries Of life arifesefrdin the hdbitdal indolence of the Eng. 
glith:ccommon ‘people, who will “iét? Work HAP the week’ if 
they caipofiiblpsfub ft without it.’ ‘He thinks “thatthe great 
clamour about’ the high price of wheat,' and other provifions, 
is illofounded. © Fhe >average 'ptice’ of-wheai, fayshe,° for 
twenty yeats paft,°is not above half what’ it wag for twenty 
years together an huadted aad twenty years ago.” And he affirms 
that provifions are ‘certainly at this'time cheaper ini this King- 
dom than in any othercountry in’ Burdpes' We are ‘of opi- 
nion that the faés*he has ‘brought''to fupport this are true, 
and that the ‘principle ‘is therefore irreffagable: ‘The publi- 
cation is the more! ufefal on account of' the public difcontents 
that are fo artfully: propagated on its ‘fubject. 


15. Confiderations relative to a Bill ander the Confideration of a‘ Com- 
mittee of the Houfe of Commons, for taking off the Duty on all raw 
Silk of every Denomination, that fhall be imported into Great-Bri- 
tain. Humbly offered to the Right Honourable Charles Town- 
fend. 8v0, Pr. 6d, Wilkie. | 


This .affainsis\of great importance: we are cautious in 
pafling,.our. judgment upon commercial affairs; but we think 
that this pamphlet -defer'ves attention; that its author is mafter 
of his fubje&, and writes with precifion, temper, and difcern- 
ment, : | . 


36, An Effay on the Duty avd Qualifications of a Sea-Offcer. 
Written originally for the Ufe of trvo young, Officers. . 8v0.. 25. 
Johniton. ) 


It has been often obferved,: that a%y-funder fees more of the 
game than a player. Theauthor of this extellent pamphlet does 











not himfelf feem to have‘been, properly fpeaking, a fea officer ; 
but be certainly has hadwgreat expetience'in; and opportunities 
of knowing, the fervice:>' ft is amazing, when’ we confider the 
interefting concern that ‘this country’ owght -to have in her 
marine department, that:this is-the firft performance which has 
been compofed for the-ofe of :fea-officers, for inftru&ting them 
in the prudential, the liberal; the moral, and the religious 
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part of their bufinefs ; and, indeed, in every, thing but what 
regatds its mechapical .and_fcientifical parts., 

‘This author’s, iaftrugtions, to. his. two. young. officers, ; are. 
draw, up,jn.a:perfpicuous, plain, butielegaot manner. They 
appege to. be. the. fruits of Jong. experience; and: the. refult of 
profound attention, to; his; fubjeét,' and: thay: ane occafionally 
ftrengthened .by obfervations.and characters thatsthrow. great 


lights upon the naval biftory, of England... Afftenlaying before. 
his two, young officers the.importance and genéral.duties of their: 
profefiion,. and telling them tbat many,-cadowments. muft, be! 


added toibat naceflary one, afbeing a practical feaman, he. pro+ 


ceeds, ton panticulars.;,, but. we; mutt give. the: whole of the): > 


pamphlet, the profits of which are! dedicated) tostwo public cha- 


rities, if we Should) tranfcribe\ every .excelenti or ufeful advice, : 


that is here, laid; down... Upon, the, whole, seemoft-fincerely 
think that this: performance deferves public encouragement; and 


that a, better, fervice could, not be done to thé-nation, than for: 


our admiralty to order that every officer, together. with: his ine 
ftrutions and lifts, fhould be accommodated with one of thofe 
Effays,. printed in a convenient, fize. ' at uted 
' Are \ 
17. Poems by Charles Churchill. | Fol. iJ. sein Pr. 108. «tds 
Flexney. 


This volume contains Mr. Churchill’s Conference, Author, 
Duellift, the three books of Gotham, his (Candidate, ‘Rarée- 
well, Times, Independence, and a poem, called the Journey, 
which feems to be unfinifhed, and is the only piece in the! vo- 


Jume that we have not-already reviewed. © > ‘ 


The author fets out with the advice his friends give him, not 
to run out his ftock of genius by his repeated rapid publica- 
tions, and then proceeds as follows: 


“ Recover’d from the vanity of youth, 
I feel, alas! this melancholy truth, 
Thanks to each cordial, each advifing friend, 
And am, if not too late, refolv’d to mend, 
Refolv’d to give fome refpite to my pens, « 
Apply myfelf once moreto books and men, «. 


View what is prefent, what is:paft reviewpivss\ 911) goiwoun © 


And my old ftock exhaufted lay innéwasds oy99009 gail 


For twice fix,moons {let winds, turn’d/ porttrss nbearisg >) 20 
This oath to heav’a) for. twice. fix moons fweary:2109| 1109 52¢ 


No-Mufe thall tempt.me.with:her-Grent lays ,\sisaobu19 
Nor draw me from Improvement’s thorny way, 
Verfe I abjure, nor will forgive that friend, 
Who in my hearing fhall a rhime commend, 
X4 *Tt 
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* It cannot be——Whether I[ will, or no, 
Such as they are, my thoughts in meafure flow, 
Convine’d, determin’d, I in profe begin, 

But ere | write one fentence, verfe creeps in, 

And taints me thro’ and thro’: by this good light 
In verfe [ talk by day, I dream by night; 

If now and then I curfe, my curfes chime, 

Nor can I pray, unlefs I pray in rime. 

E’en now I err, in fpite of common fenfe, 

And my confeffion doubles my offence.’ 

Though we are unwilling to take that liberty now with 
Mr. Churchill’s works which we did in his life-time, or to con- 
tinue thofe animadyerfions which he felt fo fenfibly, yet we can 
fee nothing original in this quotation, 


Quicquid conabar dicere verfus erat. Ovip. 
I lifp’d in numbers, for the numbers came. Pope. 


are the texts of our bard’s poetical fermon. He then refigns 
himfelf to his propenfity for rhime ; but, as if recovering him- 
felf, he procceds thus: 
¢ Far from me now be ev’ry tuneful Maid, 

I neithér afk, nor can receive their aid. 

Pegafus turn’d into a common hack, 

Alone I jog, and keep the beaten track, 

Nor would I have the fifters of the hill 

Behold their bard in fuch a difhabille. 

Abfent, but only abfent for a time, 

Let them carefs fome dearer fon of rime, 

Let them, as far as decency permits, 

Wirhout fufpicion, play the fool with wits, 

*Gaintt fools be guarded ; ’tis acertain rule, 

Wits are fafe things, there’s danger in a fool. 

¢ Let them, tho’ modeft, Gray more modeft waoe, 

Let them with Mafon bleat, and bray, and cooe: 

Let them with Franklin, proud of fome fmall Greek, 

Make Sophocles, difguis’d, in Englifh fpeak ; 

Let them with Glover o’er Medea doze ; 

Let them with Dodfley wail Cleone’s woes, 

Whilit he, fine feeling creature, all in tears, 

Melts as they melt, and weeps with weeping peers 3 

Let them with fimple Whitehead, taught to creep 

Silent and foft, lay Fontenelle afleep ; 

Let them with Browne contrive, no vulgar trick, 

To cure thé-dead, or make the living fick ; 

Let them in charity to Murphy give , 

Some old French piece, that he may fteal and live; Le 
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Let them with antick Foote fubfcriptions get,. . 
And advertife a fummer-houfe of wit.’ 


We really, excepting the laft line, can find no wit or hu- 
mour in this quotation, the whole of which is'as void of poe- 
try as of juftice. The reader will fearcely doybt of Mr. 
Churchill’s paying his compliments to Scotch writers in the 
fame ftrain of abufe, which we fhall forbear to quote, becaufe 
we are forry if Churchill was the author of fuch a dull, pitiful, 
frantic produdtion. — | 


18. 4 Morning’ Meditation, or, a Defcant on the Times. A Poem.’ 
Pr. 15. 6d, Richardfon and Urquhart. » 


ceilhis is a fplenetic, enthufiaftical, unnatural rant, con- 


ar ved in fpite, and delivered in doggrel. The following lines 
e the moft tolerable in the whole poem. 


‘See! what a hideous monfter yonder ftruts, 
Goliah’s fize—Monopoiy by name— 
Stalks ghaftly ’mongft the throng, his rolling eyes 
Flafh baneful avarice at ev’ry glance, 
At ev’ry ftep wide devaftation f{preads! : 
Pale, meagre Famine, following at his heels ; 
No feed of virtue’s living in his foul, 
Meek fympathy, benevolence and truth— 
The common feelings of humanity 
Are banifh’d—IJnt’reft’s bafe, mere felfith laws, 
Guides ev’ry ftep, and ew’ry a& infpires, 
See! in his hand a cruel fcythe he holds, 
Nor {weeps it ’mongft the pigmy multitude, 
DeftruGion’s dealt around at every {weep, 
And thoufands fall faft by his pond’rous fide; 
See! thunder-ftruck the gaping throng aghaft, 
Stand trembling— 


We fhould not have troubled our readers with this quota~ 
tion, did not the ftate of the times render it preferable to 
any other paffage of this miferable performance. 


19. The Courtefan. By the Author of the Meretriciad. Pr. 25. 6d, 
Harrifon, 


We have already (See Vol. XII, P. zo1-) given an opinion 
of this author’s talents, morals, and genius.. The, poem be- 
fore us confirms the judgment we then paffed; only. we think 
this performance has_a little more decency, but Jefs wit, than 
the Meretriciad. The doétrine contained in the igllowine 

ines 
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lines certainly. requites, fomen attention, whatever: cenfure, in 
other refpetts, may be due tasheduthor,'j 1°°2 0008 0 © 
«Some men there até Who feék' 4 kind of name, - 
And think it great¥) Wobind'a Woman’s fame: .. .. 
Curs’d be that man} whore Bale degen’rate breatt 
‘Allures the maid to rain; When poffeft a pe 
Leaves her on fea Uf grief, pri nifcuous hurl’d,. 
The fcorn of KiAdted}” and 4 Kornful world ; 
For C* wrongs’ tech: fibuld'by heav’n be curft,, 


é 


And of fuch cowatds‘M* the firft. 

Sweet injur’d innocence, whom favage man, — 
By various wiles has ftudied to trepan; 

Who deadetoew’ry tender virtue, boafts 

Your fall, once queen of all the neighb’ring toafts, 
But hear ye:fair an abfolution giv’n, 

An abfolution, furely meant by heav’n : 

Love, the moft gen’rous paffion of the mind, 
Softeft afylum innocence can find ; 

Love is not fin, hut where ’tis finful love, 

But when a crime, firft pardon’d too above. 

It’s not the woman— it’s ‘the man who fwore 
Honour to you, and made the crime the mores 
Is there a fin? (if women fin at all) 

So very light, fo very trivial ; 

The firft command God iffu’d from the fky, 
Was fo each pair—* encreafe and multiply.” 
In pious days, amongft the chofen feed, 

The a& of propagation was a meed: 

Then why fhould thefe more Jufcious days decree 
The female damn’d, and not the debauchee ? 

Is this Our pious, great religion too, 

O! fhame upon’t! fo old, fo bad, fo new: 

A neighbour’s fame traduc’d o’er dregs of tea, 
Is capital, is dewnright infamy. 

{s this religion ?—where’s that parent’s heart 
Who damns his child? yet never weighs the art, 
The lures, the ways, the fpecious means combin’d 
To win her tender heart, ‘her foul, her mind ; 
Is there no pity for the babe we bred, 

** Nurs’d on our knees, arid at our bofoms fed ?” 
Say, can we.from ourfelves fo foon depart, 

** So foon forget the darling of our heart ?” 
Shall the, becaufe her virgin honour’s torn — 
By him the lov’d—become the public corn? | 
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Shall the for want to proftitution bend, 


And ’mongft the brutes. of lewdnele featch v fic, 
Shall the find even pity in a bawd;)' >" 


Or at a D*’s feet lay down her, load? «5:1 «on annot 

“ Shall the become a Magdalene, and find svg ti Aart be he 
A way to heaven thut againit he her aye om isdt od piety 
Or fhall ber virtue (for. "tis Sie fare) 5) bisen ods eswii- 
Make her for want of charaéter,, tes ae so tort eavsad 
The night’s bleak air, the fliaty flreet her beds . 7 


Starving her babe, and dying, begging breads! 
Or fhall the let it teafe the wither'a Deeabeo: , do 


Till finking in her wearied arms to reft,..¢5 (yoniei ° 
Death clofes up the clinging baby’s eyes, 1 wa 
And the poor mother burfts with grief—and,dies#?» 


With regard. toa the execution of this piece, “ft # very fub- 
fultory (a fpecies of writing modern bards ‘miftake for Pin- 
daric) and perfonal ; but we are-too little acquainted with the 
fubje& to pronounce it abufive, 


20. Opprefion. A Poem. By an American. With Notes, by @ 
North-Briton. 2s, Moran, 


Some readers may be good, or rather, ill-natured enou gh. 
to pronounce this piece to be of the hermaphroditical kind, 
and hefitate to declare whether it partakes moft of the witty, 
or the dull. We Jabour under no difficulty in determiuing. 
that the latter is the prevailing gender: nor is the malevolence 
which forms the ground-work of the whole, tin€tured with one 
grain of wit or true fatire. Scotland, Lord B, and the Mini- 
ftry, are the objects of the author’s il. nature 3 which is inter- 
mingled with a great deal of private perfonal abufe, on inferior. 
characters, both abroad and at home, military as well as civil. , 
We have feleéted the following paflage, becaufe we think it 
contains the beft lines in the poem, and becaufe we would do. 
juftice to the moft defpicable writer. 


‘ B— is the man we only thould deteft, 

As Union’s foe, as England’s greateit peft ; 

Before his horrid, dark, and gloomy reign, , 
The fouls of Scotch and Englith were the fame, >” 
One general love prefided through theland, ,*); on 99 
All like good brothers, gave to all their hands 90 p17’ 
No party words, nor fcornful taunts were whe ng3 «' 
None for his country, or his tongue abus’d ;. nool 9¢ ” 
But now ! oh ftrange! how alter’d, how pjuibt oft {fede 
A nation, for the crime of one is curs’d, ol aft mid 44 
¢ Blame 
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at. The Death of a Friend. A Poem, in blank Verfe. 4t0. Pr. 6d. 


Very pious, very moral, and very dull. If the author really 
‘ believes in a future ftate of exiftence and confcioufnefs, he 
furely ought not to have perfecuted his friend’s ghoft with fuch 


vile poetry. 


23. Letter from M. De Voltaire, to M. D’Am 





a 


¢ Blame B—, ye Britons, don’t defpife that land, 
Becaufe they take what’s offer'd to their hand : . 
On him alone, if curfes you muft pour, 
Let loofe your vengeance, and exhauft its ftore ; 
Bid injur’d peace, its outmoft fury thed, 
And fall as pond’rous ruin on his head ; 
Bid haggar’d confcience, treat him as her foe, 
And like the rolling ftone, give conftant woe ; 
Bid juftice mark him, as it marks a knave, 
And deep repentance, bow him to the grave ; 
Till then, and only then, will England reft, 
So deep the rancour in each Englith brealt.’ 


Walter. 





22. A Portrait of Oratory. By J, Garner, M. D. 8v0. Pr. 23. 


Sandby. 


We know not who this Mr. Garner is, or where he lives; 
‘but we would advife him to avoid the purlieus of Moorfields, 
unlefs he can prove that ke was afflifted with a raging fever 
when he wrote this pamphlet; and procure fome of his owa 
profeffion to certify he is in a fair way of recovery. 





, dated the 
iff of March, 1765. Upon tevo tragical Incidents in France at 





the fame Time; that of Calas, and that of Sirven ; both on the 
Account of Religion. 8vo. Pr, 6d. Becket, 


If we are to judge of the charafter of a nation by this letter, 
the common people of France are the fame barbarjans the 
Englifh were 400 years ago, when in every ward of the city of 
London they had a hatchet and a block, on which they cut off 
the heads of every man and woman who could not pronounce 
the words Bread and cheefe with the true Englith accent. M, Vol- 
taire, in this Letter, ereéts himfelf into.a fanétuary for the per- 
fecuted, and is wonderfully vain of doing an at of, humanity, | 
which a country parfon or atrading jultice in England would 
fcarcely mention with any degree of felf-approbation. After 
relating his endeavours to relieve the family of Calas he men- 
fions a like perfecution commenced againft the Sirven family. 
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A man of that name had three daughters; one of which was 
forced into a nunnery, and whipped till fhe ran mad, and foon 
after drowned herfelf. The common people pretended that 
her father and mother, who were proteftants, had put ‘het to - 
death; and thefe poor people were obliged to fly to Swiffer- 
land, where M. Voltaire does them the honour of his protection 
and patronage. 

This letter is the compofition of felf-applaufe'; anda writer 
who poffeffes delicate feelings would have blufhed to make 
fuch a parade of his humanity to the publick. 


24. A Letter from a Gentleman in Town to bis Friend in the Country ¢ 
containing Jome interefing Particulars, faid to be received from' 
Abroad, relative to Jonas, the celebrated Conjurer, Hooper. 
Pr. 64. 


This is a feeble attempt at wit and humour, on the thread- 
bare fubje& of the conjurer fonas. The letter-writer pays a 
vifit to all the powers of Europe, the Pope, and the grand Turk 
among the reft; and fhews the vaft importance of the Cen- 
jurer to each; not without fome rude, unmannerly infinua.. 
tions, equally dull and fcurrilous towards a certain great per. 
fonage. 


a1. The Holy Bible, containing the Old Teftament and the News 
carefully revifed: with explanatory Notes, for the better’ anders 
fianding of thofe facred Records. Svo. Pr. is. 6d. Hen 
derfon., 


The editor very juftly complains, that‘ whilft profane au- 
thors, the poets of orators and antiquity, the hiftorians.and bi- 
ezraphers of modern times have received all the elegance that. 
the paper-mill and the prefs could beftow, the fcriptures, more 
valuable than all the books in the world, and which exhibir 
more finifhed eloquence, more lofty metaphors, and a preater 
force of truth and reafon, than any other writings, have not 
met with equal improvement; he therefore propdfes in this edi- 
tion, of which thé book of Genefis is now publithed as‘a fpe+ 
cimen, I. To redrefs the confufion, in which thefe writings are 
involved by rejecting the ufual barbarous divifion of them into 
chapters and verfes ; the former introduced in the twelfth, and the 
latter no longer ago than the fixteenth century, viz. anno 1554: 
divifions which have mifled the ignorant, and caufed many thou- 
fand difputes, which otherwife had been never heard of in the 
world, and have tended not only to the difcredit of the Scrip- 
tures, but of religion itfelf.. Neverthelefs, as it has fo many 
“ years been continued, and concordances, paraphrafes, com- 
4 mentators 
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mentators and preachers have followed that method in their ré- 
ferences and quotations, he has placed the chapters and verfes, 
according to the common divifion, in the margin, that his edi- 
tion may. be equally ufeful to all perfons with the common 
Bibles, 

¢ Secondly, Though he has chofen to preferve the text, as it 
ftands in the laft tranflation, he has availed himfelf, by giving, 
in brief notes, the fenfes of learned divines and {facred critics, 
for the clearing up difficulties, and rectifying mif-tranflations, 
and has alfo exercifed his own judgement, where it was not re- 
pugnant to that of more able writers. He has likewife through- 
out explained the technical terms; given the value of the Scrip- 
tyre coins; and reduced the weights and meafures, of length 
and. capacity, to our own ftandard. His arguments to each 
book, will.form a clear fynopfis of the Bible, and afford a plea- 
fing hiftory, which, even read alone, mult greatly refrefh the 
memory, and benefit the reader,“ 

‘ Thirdly, He has frequently: altered the pundtuation ; but 
not without confulting the beft critics on that head. 

* Upon the whole, the editor flattérs himfelf, that this edi- 
tion, will. be executed in fuch a manner ‘as will give fatisfaGtion 
to all sanks of people: being fo calculated, that the feveral 
books.may be-kept apart, or united together, in’ fuch manner 
as. the reader,fhall think proper. In fine, the nobleman, gen- 
tleman, fcholar, andvall degrees of people, will be now fur- 
nifhed with a pocket companion in the facred oracles of divine 
truth; and he trufts this difpofition of thofe books will be pre- 
ferred to. Horace, Virgil; Milton, &c. for furely, by all fin- 
cere Chriftians at leait, Mofes, the Prophets, David, Solomon, 
and St. Paul, are efteemed greatly fuperior to every profane 
author.’ 

We heartly applaud this ufeful defign, having often refleted 
with concern on the mean appearance of the Bible, when we 
have feen it difgraced by ordinary paper, a wretched type, and, 
a Gothic page. 

We fhiall not however pretend to aflure the reader that he 
will be fatisfied with this edition. It is printed in an elegant 
form, but might have been improved by embellifhments of va- 
rious kinds; fome chronology might have been introduced, and 
the interlocutions diftinguifhed by inverted commas, ‘The an- 
notations can hardly be commended for any thing but their bre- 
vity. The author ought to explain his own remark, when he 
tells us, that the ferpent, before the fall, was a more noble 
creature, a fying feraph. He thould not abfolutely affert that. 
the land of Havilah was Colchis, and Pifon the river Phafis: 


this hypothefis is exploded*. He informs us that a cunning 
bunter 


in in é 





* o.e Genefis xxv, 18,—- 1 Sam. Xv. 7. 
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Bunter is a feilful hunter ; that to bring down a perfon’s grey hairs 
with forrow to the grave, is, to make him die of grief; that Jacob 
fwooned away, when his heart fainted; and that Jofeph’s bre« 
thren were chearful when they are faid to-havé been 

Such notes as thefe can neither contributé)'to Actikeion 
of the reader nor the advantage of the publication! ~~ 


adT ete 

26. A Treatife on Parifh Rates, occafoned by. the Di Spates vat bave 

lately arifen and are encreafing with much Heat and, Animofity. in 

many Parts of the Country. i” an Impartial net hl ube is 
Baldwin. 


The ‘author of this little. piece feems to iowa fadied his fib 
ject with, particular attention«. He ftates» the difference ‘which 
the law makes in fixing the church tate and-the poor rate.” He 
thinks that. the anuee of making the latter by church-wardens 
and overfeers, oxly, to be confirmed by two neighbouring juftices, 
is liable to great objeCtions, fuppofing the parties fhould difa- 
gree ; not to mention the abfurdity of thofe four perfons, not 
only taxing a whole parith, but themfelves. He therefore'thinks 
that to prevent the many difputes which this omiffion, defee, or 
inequality of the poor laws, has introduced, all the parifh rates 
fhould be put upon the fame footing, and made’ by the parith 
officers and the major part of the parifhioners.’ He mentions 
fome other inconveniences arifing from the prefent poor laws, 
and thinks that there ought to be @ fated valuation er property) 
juftly and fairly made, which in particular cafes maybe 
to, and prevent inequalities, from whatever caufe they tifa fe 

This writer next undertakes to prove, that Dri' Wood ‘in’ his 
Inftitutes is inconfiftent with himfelf in faying,> «*ehat ataxation 
by the pound rate is the moft equitablaway;:and not accofding'to 
the. quantity of theland.’, He feems to thinkthat'fe(pe& ought to 
be had to the quality of the land, and that a pound rate, ‘with 
out any other confideration, may be unjuftic/ As this fubjeet is 
now before the parliament, .we make mordoubt bat'the author's 


fs 


obfervations will there have ther due weight.’ . a 


27. A Letter to the Felliavs of a College, concerning their, Method of 
Fining ; with Tables for Renewals of Years expired. in Leafesiof 
ten and twenty Years, and a Pr opofal to make the Intereft of Mo-' 
ney they allow their Tenants upon Renewals, the Standard for. enc 
couraging Enclofures by their Leffees, with a Table far that Purpofey 
ufeful to all Parties interefted in Church and Calle Leafes, 800 
Pr. 6d. Fletcher. 
The title of this letter fufficiently thews its pir ial, The 

calculations feem to be very exaét, and to come from one who, 

from the prefent practice of fining, thought them neceffary, to. 


prevent college tenants from having too good bargains. 
28, 
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28. The Free Mafons Quadrille; with the Solitary. In Frencit 
and Englith. With the Free Mafons Minuet and Country Dance. 
t2mo. Pr. 1s. Walter, | 
From the preface to this compofition, we learn that the free- 

mafons in France hold in their capital cities a lodge every week, 
to which their wives and daughters are admitted, as well as card 
playing, concerts, dancing, and refrefoments. The quadrille here 
mentioned is calculated for thofe lodges, and its rules differ 
little from the other methods of playing that game, but in the 
names of the cards, which are conformed to the terms ‘of mafon- 
ry.} Spadille, for inftance, is the mafter, Bafto the junior war- 
den, &c. In the Chapter of Penalties, the fourth rule ruos a¢ 
follows : 

‘ The terms of refpect are fubje& to fines; no other compli-. 
ments fhould pafs, than favour, fincerity, cordiality, union and 
fraternity; as, do me the favour; I efteem you fincerely; bere you 
L love you with all my beart, &c. but as the Englith are as thy and 
little addi&ted to compliment, as the French, Germans, Italians 
are prodigal; in this refpe&, the poor might very likely ftarve 
by the benefit arifing from thefe penalties in England.’ 

This forced introduétion of the Englifh into fach an. article, 
gives us no favourable opinion of the French author being a 
man of either good fenfe or good breeding, tho’ he is very pro= 
bably a man of quality and fafhion. If he fhould be pleafed to. 
read the words of a fong made by Mr. W. (not the laurear) 
about the clofe of the year 1759, he may poflibly there find a, 
definition of the true Englifb falute, as prattifed by that ex- 
cellent mafter of manners Sir Edward Hawke. 


2g. A Review of Mr. Mayhew’s Remarks on the Anfwer to his Ob- 

Servations on the Chara&er and Condu& of the Society for the Pro- 

pagation of the Go/pel in Foreign Parts. By Eaft Apthorp, M. #4. 

8vo. Pr. is. Rivington, 

This controverfy has long fubfifted, with an acrimony 
that ought to be banifhed from the writings of ‘reverend di- 
vines, The faéts on-which it turns are fo much confined to 
America, that it is impoffible for us to form any judgment 
where the fuperiority lies in argumentation. This publication, 
if the faéts are as Mr. Apthorp has ftated them, we think bids 
fair to be decifive of the controverfy in favour of the fociety, and 
the eftablithed church. As tothe policy or expediency of fend- 
ing Englith bifhops to America, the meafure, if we are. not 
mifinformed, is now under the ferious confideration of a high 
board ; and we think the mention of them in this difpute (till, 
it fhall be known what their appointments and powers are to 
be, if they are conftituted) is premature, 
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